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the Pontiff the Bahais, says: 
“Some say Abdul Baha Antichrist- They are not in- 
formed Bahai principles. Baha established Christ 
the East. has praised Christ, honored Christ, exalted 
Him, called Him the Word God, the Spirit God, and 
spread His mention.”* These words could written with 
the name Mohammed substituted for Baha Ullah. But 
the case both them the kiss betrayal. Judas 
also made known Jesus. Both Mohammed and Baha write 
“ex” before his title King Kings.” Abdul Baha fur- 
ther says: Baha Ullah will assailed those who are not 
informed his principles.” spent generation 
contact with Bahais Persia, and having studied several 
score volumes and pamphlets setting forth their doctrines and 
history, and read their journal the Star the West for sev- 
eral years, may claim not the class referred to. 
unhesitatingly affirm that Bahaism antichristian system. 
accept Baha and Abdul Baha deny and forsake 
Christ. 


But hear some Christian say: course. What yort 


Bahaism Antichristian [Jan. 


say self-evident. Bahaism new religion whose aim 
supplant Christianity.” This true. Yet the claim 
put forth Bahais, and, more strangely, accepted 
some Christians, that the two religions are not antagonistic, 
and may held one time the same person. 
esteemed Christian lady expressed regret that certain 
Doctor, forsaking Christ, had gone Bahai missionary 
Persia. The reply startled me: Doctor very 
much Christian.” Yet why was startled? was simply 
hearing idea with which was familiar the writings 
the Bahais. Sydney Sprague says: The true Bahai also 
the truest Christian.”* Charles Remey says: “To 
Bahai Christian,” for Bahai teaching only the 
Rev. Campbell, City Temple, London, with Abdul 
states the claim Bahaism follows: does not 
seek proselyte. One can Bahai without ceasing 
with this idea, Thornton Chase and some Bahais America 
continued worship and teach Christian churches, and 
have their dead buried pastors. Some London, con- 
nection with the City Temple and St. John’s Church (Canon 
Wilberforce’s), profess both Christianity and Bahaism. 
southern India, Dr. Wylie said: “It said that there 
are thirty-five Bahais our city [Ratnagiri]. Some 

these are Christian converts. They continue Christians, 
saying that they can remain such and are instructed 
so.” Such erroneous idea, when not due the misrepre- 
sentations the leaders and Oriental tagiya dissimula- 
must arise from ignorance dislike true 
Christianity ignorance what Bahaism is. 
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There are several classes who look with favor Bahaism. 

One class have little attachment Christianity, 
least vital relation it. They are bent seeking 
some novelty. They are well described the Egyptian Ga- 
Alexandria, speaking the reception Abdul 
Baha London: About the London meetings there was 
certain air gush and self-advertisement the part 
Baha’s friends, which was quite patent all who are famil- 
iar with that kind religion which will listen anything 

Some are believers the truth all great religions, 
and, with vague pantheistic notion, recognize all 
God-inspired. They are willing put Baha Ullah and 
Abdul Baha the list true religious leaders. Such 
Rev. Campbell, who, receiving Abdul Baha, spoke 
the “diverse religious faiths that are all aspects the one 
religion,” and the services wonderful manifestation 
followers the Lord Jesus Christ, who ard always 
will the Light the World, give greeting Abdul Baha.” 
Similarly Professor Cheyne, Oxford, consorted with Abdul 
Baha, addressed him Guide,” and said, “There was 
need for converted,” because always lived the 
truths you are insisting on.” 

Another class look Bahaism simply ethical 
system, and Baha and Abdul Baha world teachers. Their 
relation Christ has been only that disciple teacher 
morals. They recognize Baha new schoolmaster. 
Bahaism, them, consists admiration certain princi- 
ples (eleven more less) which Abdul Baha the 
habit But these are not Bahaism any more than 
Romans are Pauline Paul’s gospel 
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Romans its moral precepts and social principles, 
Bahaism borrower from Christ’s unique teaching, and 
sometimes from Mohammed. Bahaism re- 
ligion, shall see. 

Some adherents regard Bahaism Christianity con- 
tinued renewed the Second Coming Christ, whom 
they recognize Abdul Baha. Most American Bahais are 
this class, with faith Baha Ullah the Father. 

The development theme adapted Western Ba- 
hais, but the facts are mostly the same with reference Per- 
sian Bahais. Some differences doctrines and rites come 
from the Christian Moslem environment. pur- 
pose show five ways which Bahaism antichristian 


ANTICHRISTIAN ASSIGNING CHRISTIANITY PLACE BUT 
ONE AMONG THE TRUE RELIGIONS. 


Bahaism indorses and accepts the same category with 
Judaism and Christianity, true and divinely revealed re- 
ligions, Zoroastrianism, Confucianism, Brahmanism, Buddh- 
ism, Mohammedanism, Babism, and Bahaism. Abdul Baha 
says: The reality the religions one, the difference 
one says: Bahais consider all re- 
ligions be, from spiritual standpoint, one religion.” 
religion has had its birth the advent its divine 
The founders the world religions have been 
build all the other religions professing the ful- 
fillment each one. “The Bahai propaganda India,” 
says Sprague, “has not the difficulty that besets Christian 
missionary, that pulling down; his duty only build 
what already there. sees the Hindu, Buddhist, and 
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Mohammedan with the same eye, acknowledges their truth 
and shows that further revelation has come through Baha 
says each one, Baha fulfills your traditions 

But this liberality only apparent. Only original Buddh- 
ism, Christianity, was God-given and true. Now all 
are corrupted. The key-note Bahai teaching identical 
with the Christian, but Christianity was forgotten, that 
came almost fresh, new illumination from 

Christianity refuses classed with the ethnic religions. 
its nature exclusive. admits that there measure 
truth all religions, but Christ’s gospel the truth once 
for all” delivered men. 


ANTICHRISTIAN CLAIMING ABROGATE AND SUPERSEDE 
CHRISTIANITY. 

Bahaism its origin Mohammedan sect. declares 
that Islam from God. Christianity was divine revelation, 
but Islam was better one. the Ikan,’ Baha maintains 
the validity Islam, testifies its truth, defends Mohammed’s 
prophetic mission the fulfillment the New Testament pro- 
phecies, and the Koran the Book Abdul Baha ex- 


‘ 


alts Mohammed, and declares that gave more spiritual 
education than any the others,” i.e., than Moses Jesus. 
justifies Mohammed’s life and conduct, and defends his 
laws and declares that whatever European 
and American historians have written regarding His Highness 
Mohammed, the Messenger God, mostly falsehood. The 
narrators are either ignorant Christians 
have therefore been the wrong for thirteen centuries. They 
have sinned against God, and were stiff-necked 
verse people rejecting Mohammed, the Jews were 
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rejecting Jesus the Christ. those who have accepted 
revelation, refuse believe subsequent revelation, their faith 
becomes null and void.” 

Similarly Babism abrogated Islam. the Badasht 
rud) Conference (1858) the law the Koran was formally 
declared annulled. Baha abrogated Babism the Riz- 
wan Bagdad 1864. Bahaism the New Covenant, 
“which confirms and completes all religious teaching which 
has gone before.” 

Christianity is, according this, system the distant 
past. was effective its day, for Christian teaching 
was illumined the Sun Truth: the Christian civilization 
was the best,” concedes Abdul Baha. But now, says Remey, 
Bahaism not one many phases Universal Truth, but 
the Truth, the only Living Truth to-day, the only source 
Divine Knowledge mankind. Abdul Baha’s word 
the Truth. There are those who will say, Have not 
Jesus? want other.’ The Revelation Jesus 
longer the Point Guidance the world. are total 
blindness refuse this new Revelation which the end 
the Revelations the All the teachings the 
past are Only that which revealed the Supreme 
Pen, Baha Ullah, and that which issues from the Center 
the Covenant, Abdul Baha, spiritual 
proclaiming thus the abrogation Christianity emphatical- 
antichristian. 


ANTICHRISTIAN CASTING CHRIST FROM HIS THRONE THE 
UNIQUE MANIFESTATION GOD. 


Bahaism recognizes two classes prophets: (1) The in- 
dependent prophets, who were lawgivers and founders new 
cycles. this class were Abraham, Moses, Christ, Mo- 


hammed, the Bab, and Baha. (2) The others are dependent 
prophets, who are Such were Isaiah and 
Daniel. All the greater prophets, the first class, were Mani- 
festations Bahaism continues honor Christ 
the Incarnate Word, the Spirit God, God manifest 
the flesh. the same time exalts Baha supreme and 
unique dignity and glory above Christ and all prophets. 
order understand this essential, fundamental doctrine 
Bahaism, must know its doctrine concerning God and His 
Manifestation. 

The teaching Bahaism regarding God hard grasp, 
because oscillates between Theism and Pantheism. Myron 
Phelps’s exposition certainly Baha Ullah 
many places bears out his interpretation, as, for example, 
“God alone the one Power which animates and dominates 
all things, which are but manifestations its 
subsequent expositions, Answered Abdul 
Baha repudiates Pantheism, and does Abul Fazl 
“The Brilliant Proof.” while maintaining that 
Baha taught Theism, accused Abdul Baha Pantheism. 
Epistle the Shah” Baha simulates monotheism al- 
most rigid Islam: bear witness that there 
God but Him. independent the worlds. one 
hath known him. God singly and alone abideth His own 
place which holy, above space time, mention and utter- 
ance, sign, description, definition, height and depth. The 
way closed and seeking forbidden.” favorite text 
that the Koran, which God says: was hid treasure, 
desired known, therefore created the world.” 
this process the first thing which emanated from God [etern- 
ally] was that universal reality which the ancient philosophers 
First Mind,’ and which the people Baha call 
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the Primal Will.’ This without beginning end, essen- 
tially but not temporally contingent, and without power 
become associate with The Primal Will, Holy 
Essence, Word, Spirit, manifested perfect men, who are 
the Great Prophets. They are supreme, holy, sinless souls, 
godlike their attributes. They show the perfections 
This reality does not change, but the garment 
which clothed different. One day the garment 
Abraham, who Zoroaster, then Moses, Buddha, Krishna, 
Christ, Mohammed, the Bab, and Baha Abul Fazl 
says: All the prophets are respectively the Manifestations 
the single Reality and one The Ikan” says: 
All are one, the sun yesterday and to-day are one. The 
sun one, the dawning-points the sun are numerous. One 
lamp.” Yet there are differences degree. the Bab, 
Baha says: His rank greater than all the prophets, and 
His Mission loftier and But merely 
forerunner comparison with Baha. Baha superior 
all, greater, more infallible, absolute, uni- 
versal. All the prophets were perfect mirrors God, but 
Baha, some sense, the Divine manifested.” 
Baha the consummation all degrees; the Revelation 
all Truth and Light.” preceding ones are inferior 
all subsequent ones are under his shadow.” But even 
the latter are not come for thousands 
years,” and perhaps not then, for the Kitab-ul-Akdas says: 
Pen, write and inform mankind that the Manifestations are 
ended this luminous and effulgent Theophany.” 

The Manifestation has two stations: One the station 
oneness and the rank absolute Deity, the second station 
one temporal conditions and servitude. the manifesta- 
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tion says, Verily only man like you,’ Verily 
God,’ each true and without doubt.” The Tajallayat 
quotes the Bab saying concerning whom God shall 
manifest’; Verily shall utter, God. There 
God but Me, the Lord all things, and all besides created 
Bahai literature such words the following are not uncom- 
mon: Baha Ullah the Lord Hosts, the Heavenly Father, 
the Prince Peace, the Glory the framer 
the whole Universe, the Cause the life the world, and 
the unity and harmony the creatures.” one 
the Manifestations had such great power influence was 
with passing, may noticed how little 
ground for such boasting they have. How great compari- 
son was the influence Moses leader Israel, emancipa- 
tor, lawgiver, and prophet! How great even was Mohammed’s 
success and influence, compared with what Baha has accom- 
plished! How evidently antichristian Bahaism denying 
that Christ’s name and glory are above all, and that him 
every knee should bow! 


ANTICHRISTIAN ITS FALSE ASSUMPTION THAT ITS LEADER 
CHRIST COME AGAIN, 


There confusion about this claim, for some Bahais repre- 
sent Baha Christ, and others make Abdul Baha Abbas 
Christ come the second time. Confusion also arises from the 
fact that Baha set forth the Manifestation all the 
“promised ones.” set forth the Messiah for the 
Jews, God the Father, the Word, and the Spirit for the Chris- 
tians, Aurora Shah Bahram for the Zoroastrians, the fifth 
Buddha for Buddhists, reincarnated Krishna for Brahmans, 
the Mahdi the twelfth Iman Husain for the 


All are realized the coming Baha accord 
with this, Baha declared his Epistle the Pope Con- 
sider those who turned away from the Spirit [Christ] when 
came them. Verily hath come from heaven 
came the first time. Beware lest oppose him the Phari- 
sees opposed Him. Verily the Spirit Truth has come 
guide you into all truth. hath come from the Heaven 
Preéxistence.” Baha,” says the editor the Star the 
West, “is the fulfilment the promise the ‘second com- 
ing’ with new name (Rev. iii. 

must remembered that Bahaism, chameleon like, takes 
different aspect according the environment its ad- 
herents. Persia its creed different from that Ameri- 
regard the “return.” For the most part American 
Bahais regard Baha God the Father, and Abdul Baha Abbas 
the Son God, Jesus Christ. After the quarrel and 
schism following the death Baha (1892), Abbas became 
very wary assuming titles and dignities, lest give 
handle his opponents accuse him claiming 
assumed the title Abd-ul-Baha, the 
“servant which his followers translate Servant 
God.” also calls himself the “Center the Cove- 
nant.” Baha had entitled him the Greatest Branch God” 
(Zech. vi. 12) and the Mystery God” Tim. iii. 16). 
was commonly called Agha,” equivalent Persia 
Effendi Mister, but his followers translate Master,” 
and put into the full New Testament significance. Un- 
doubtedly Western Bahais worship Abdul Baha 
Christ the Master come again. spite all disavowals and 
beclouding words, their faith plain. Getsinger, leader 
and missionary, says: heir and Master the 
Kingdom: was earth 1,900 years ago the Nazarene.” 
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Mrs. Corinne True says: “If this not the resurrection 
the pure Spirit the Nazarene 1,900 years ago, then 
need not look Mr. Anton Hadad says: The 
Master, Abbas Effendi, the Lord the Kingdom, the one 
who was renew and drink the cup with his disciples the 
Kingdom the Father, the one who taught the world 
pray, Thy kingdom i.e. Jesus Chase says: 
has come again the Kingdom his Mrs. 
Brittingham, pilgrimage Acca, writes: have seen the 
King his beauty, the Master here and need not look 
for another. This the return the Lion the tribe 
Judah, the Lamb that once was the Glory God 
and the Glory the Lamb.” 

Emphasizing the side his divinity, have such declara- 
tions these: Haydar Ali taught Mrs. Goodall, God 
not realized except through his Manifestations. Now you 
have recognized Him and have come see Him,” Abdul 
Baha Asad Ullah gave instructions (1914): 
This world has owner, and Abdul Baha owns the world 
only Door, “the Lord supplication from 
Persia, given out for publication, says: Abdul Baha! 
Forgiver sins, merciful, bountiful, compassionate! How 
can sinner like reach Thee? Thou art through all the 
Forgiver Sins.” 

But there interpretation all this for those under- 
standing.” Bahais reject metempsychosis, but they have 
doctrine which must borne mind. This 
principle expressed Phelps follows: When charac- 
ter with which are familiar possessed some individual 
the past, reappears another individual the present, 


say that the former has Baha states thus: 
every succeeding Manifestation those souls who exceed 
all faith, assurance, and self-denial can declared 
the return the former persons who attained these states 
the preceding Manifestation. For that which appeared 
from the former servants became manifest the subsequent 
Their classic illustration this John the Baptist. 
Abdul Baha says: “Christ said that John the Baptist was 
Elijah. The same perfections which were Elijah existed 
John, and were exactly realized him. Not the essence 
but the qualities are regarded. the flower last year has 
returned; this person, John, was manifestation the 
bounty, perfections, the character, the qualities, and the virtues 
Elias. John said, not not his substance and 
individuality.” clearly states the idea: The return 
prophet does not refer the return this world 
personality. refers the return another personality 
the impersonal Spirit, the Word Spirit God, which spoke 
through the prophets the past. People are mistakenly 
looking for the personal individual return their own special 
accordance with this theory the Return,” 
Abdul Baha wrote the Bahai Council New York: 
not Christ; not Mrs. Grundy said: 
word his missionary, Mr. Remey, is: The same Christ 
which was Jesus again manifest the Bahai Revela- 
tion. The real Christians are those who recognize the New 
Covenant the return the same Christ, Word 
God.” like manner, this usurper Christ’s name 
proclaimed “the expected one,” the all na- 
tions,” the various religions! 


q 


ANTICHRISTIAN ITS DEALINGS WITH THE PROPHECIES 
THE BIBLE. 


Derogating from the glory the Lord Jesus Christ and his 
Kingdom, Bahaism asserts that promises and prophecies 
given the Holy Scriptures have been fulfilled the appear- 
ance the Prince the Universe, the great Baha Ullah 
and Abdul Baha.” volume would necessary re- 
view their treatment the prophecies. They quote multi- 
tude verses without proof that their applications are valid. 
The messenger and the Book Malachi are 
declared the also the Angel with the 
sound the trumpet (Rev. iv. and his cycle the First 
Resurrection.” Baha declared the fulfillment 
born, the Prince Dealy says: Many mis- 
guided people have referred this Jesus verse 
Galilee the nations,” land Zebulun and Naphtali, 
made mean Acca (Acre Syria) where Baha lived ex- 
ile, and not the region Christ’s ministry, contradicting 
Matthew iv. 13-16. great stretch imagination Acca 
becomes Jerusalem, “the city the great king” (Ps. 
12), and Mount Carmel becomes Mount Zion, and Isaiah 
refers them, for out Zion shall forth the law and 
the word the Lord from Jerusalem.” Even “the root out 
and the millennial peace are only partially re- 
ferred Christ. They find the real fulfillment Baha Ullah, 
whom they imagine descended from Abraham, through 
imaginary descendant his named The new 
covenant and the law written the heart again the Bahai 
dispensation, contrary Hebrews viii. 10, 16. When Baha 
prisoner chains rode into Acca seated ass, 


fulfilled Zechariah ix. 
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attended Bahai meeting the Masonic Temple Chi- 
cago. The leader read the following verses all fulfilled 
The “son man” (Dan. vii.) was Abdul Baha, 
and the Days,” Baha. The question Pro- 
verbs xxx. What his name and what his son’s name?” 
was answered, Baha and Abdul Baha; similarly Psalms 
and The King” and the “King’s Son.” The 
(Zech. vi. 12-13) who shall build the temple was 
again Abdul Baha, and the latter specially urgent that the 
Bahai Temple Chicago should built his day, that 
the prophecy may appear fulfilled. The dates Daniel 
are juggled with. For example, Abdul Baha explains Daniel 
viii. taking the solar year. calculates that the 2,300 
days were completed the Bab’s manifestation 1844. 
Daniel xii. the year resorted to, and the forty-two 
months (1,260 years) are dated from the hegira Mo- 
hammed, but Daniel xii. does not come exactly right, 
the terminus quo made the proclamation the pro- 
phethood Mohammed, three years after his mission, which 
was ten years before the hegira. this means the date 
Baha’s manifestation (1863) reached. connection with 
Daniel xii. and Revelation xi. have the startling informa- 
tion, contradictory history, that “in the beginning 
the seventh century after Christ, when Jerusalem was con- 
quered, the Holy Holies was outwardly preserved, that 
say, the house which Solomon built. The Holy Holies 
was preserved, guarded, and this alleged 
fact Abdul Baha founds Prophecies referring 
the glory God the Father are applied Baha, be- 
cause his title means glory The Bab, according 


the custom Persia, gave many high-sounding titles. Baha’s 
rival was called The Dawn the Eternal.” Voliva, the suc- 


cessor Dowie, might assume some fitting title and claim 
fulfill the prophecies. has good foundation for inter- 
pretation, does really live Zion City Our 
Bahais further tell that the New Jerusalem,” the new 
heaven and the new earth, mean the new dispensation, the 
new laws Baha. This now “the day God,” day 
judgment,” “the kingdom God,” “the second resur- 
The parable the vineyard favorite proof 
text. says that the Lord the vineyard will come himself 
and will utterly destroy the wicked husbandmen. This, they 
say, real coming the Father, even the Son came. 
that case the destroying must real, and should expect 
that Baha would have destroyed the religious leaders Mec- 
Kerbela, Jerusalem Rome. says the Bahai, 
“the destroying figurative, and means simply the abrogation 
their authority.” Well, escapes figurative inter- 
pretation, too can interpret the coming the Lord the 
Vineyard his visitation Jerusalem the time Titus. 
Baha Ullah’s method interpretation and adaptation pro- 
phecies best seen his “Ikan.” interprets 
length Matthew brief follows: After the 
tribulation those days means times difficulty under- 
standing God’s word and attaining Divine knowledge; the 
sun shall darkened and the moon cease give light,” that 
the teachings and the ordinances the preceding dispensa- 
tion shall lose their influence and efficiency. The stars shall 
fall,” etc., means the divines shall fall from the knowledge 
religion, and the powers science and religion shall shak- 
en. Because the absence the Son Divine Beauty, the 
moon knowledge, and the stars intuitive wisdom, all 
the tribes the earth shall mourn.” “They shali see the 
Son Man coming the clouds heaven,” that Baha 


Ullah shall appear from the heaven the Supreme Will, out- 
wardly from his mother’s womb. “In the clouds” means 
doubts which are caused the human limitations the 
Manifestation, eating, drinking, marrying, etc. And shall 
send his angels,” the spiritual believers sent preachers 
Baha. The separation the sheep from the goats, 
learn subsequently, means the schism the death Baha, 
when the violators, the brothers Abdul Baha and their ad- 
herents, were exscinded.** granting allegorical in- 
terpretation Christ’s words, only stretch imagination 
can find any reference Baha. 

should borne mind that Oriental Bahai writers have 
tead Keith Prophecy Persian and the publications the 
Mission Press Beirut. Abdul Baha said Dr. 
Jessup, familiar with the books your 
Abul Fazl refers and quotes them. Writers English 
(as Kheiralla, Remey, Dealy, and Brittingham) refer Mil- 
Cummings, Seiss, Guinness, and others. Yet with all 
their familiarity with apocalyptic literature, they make ex- 
ceedingly weak presentation. Their claims are 
require refutation. They are mass unfounded 
assertions and vain, bold, and brazen. 
may admit the declarations Baha and Abul Fazl, which 
are but trite principles hermeneutics, that figurative and 
allegorical language abounds the Scriptures, that many 
meanings are after their fulfillment, that the 
prophecies the Old Testament were only partially fulfilled 
Christ’s first coming. But their inference does not follow. 
There nothing prove the assertions that the prophecies 
were fulfilled the Bab and Baha. They furnish scintilla 
evidence. For example, “the government shall upon 
his Was this fulfilled Baha? came and 
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went; the nations and their rulers from 1817 1892 were 
neither literally nor figuratively under his sway. did not 
nor does rule over the nations. did not reign Mount 
Zion nor Jerusalem. Jerusalem did not cease trodden 
down the Gentiles. Abundance peace did not attend 
him, but great wars. The signs Christ’s Second Advent 
have not been fulfilled Baha, either actually metaphori- 
well may Ahmad Quadiani Dowie assert their 
pretensions. Baha’s claim The day 
Christ’s power through the Holy Spirit has not passed. 
still his day. The knowledge Christ yet more cover- 
ing the earth. Men diverse races and religions Asia, 
Africa, and the isles the seas are being joined the com- 
mon faith and fellowship Jesus Christ Saviour Men. 
There are more Christians Korea than Bahais Persia. 
More Jews have become Christian since Baha was born than 
have become Bahais from all races and religions outside 
Persia. Christ still goes forth conquering and conquer. 


ANTICHRISTIAN ITS TREATMENT JESUS CHRIST MAN 
HIS EARTHLY LIFE. 


Bahais belittle Christ both their denials and their affirma- 
tions. his temptation “the devil signifies the human na- 
ture Christ, through which was tempted.” His miracles 
healing are and Abul Fazl admit the possi- 
bility miracles, but deny their evidential but Abdul 
Baha denies their reality. says: The miracles Christ 
were spiritual teachings, not The raising 
the dead means that the dead (in sin) are blessed with spiri- 
tual blindness (John ix.) meant ignorance and 
error; sight, knowledge and The spittle com- 


ing from Christ was the meaning his words, the clay was 
Vol. No. 285. 


the expression used accordance with their understand- 
the crucifixion darkness did not prevail, nor the 
earthquake, nor was the vail the temple rent twain.** 
The crucifixion was not atoning sacrifice; Christ quaffed 
the cup martyrdom cultivate and educate us.” The 
washing away sins Christ was not his blood, but was 
the practice his Christ did not rise from 
the dead. Resurrection the body unintelligible mat- 
ter contrary natural laws.” The body, which signifies his 
word, arose when faith his cause revived the minds 
the disciples after three real resurrection was 
the coming Mohammed. Christ saying that would 
three days the heart the earth meant that would 
appear the third cycle. The Christian was one, the Mo- 
hammedan the second, and that Baha the The 
ascension Christ with elemental body contrary sci- 
ence.” ascended the same sense Baha ascended, 
viz. departed the other world. Thus Bahaism denies the 
atonement, resurrection, and ascension Christ. 
Bahaism shows antichristian spirit belittling the life 
and work Jesus, instituting comparisons between Christ 
and Baha derogatory the former. Baha says: “It not 
repeat the error seeking help the Son 
Jesus. Let thy satisfaction Abdul Baha 
says: The difference between Baha and Christ that be- 
tween the sun and moon. The light the sun [Baha] sub- 
sists itself while the moon gets light from the Sun.” All 
the teachings Christ will not exceed ten Those 
the Blessed Perfection exceed sixty seventy volumes. 
Christ’s instructions refer individuals. Those the 
Blessed Perfection are for all nations, although they apply 
well all individuals. The instructions Christ were heard 
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but few persons: there were eleven who believed, although 
Christians say there were one hundred and twenty. The 
teachings the Blessed Perfection were spread throughout 
the world during his lifetime. The reputation Christ did 
not extend from Nazareth Acca [22 miles] the reputation 
the Blessed Perfection extended throughout the world. 
Jesus Christ did not send letter even village chief; the 
Blessed Perfection sent letters all the kings the earth.” 
Notice how repeats nauseam the title for Baha, but uses 
title for the Lord Jesus Christ, though the Moslems in- 
variably use title speaking the latter. 

There evident effort the part Kheiralla and Abul 
Fazl minimize the proofs regarding Christ from prophecy, 
miracles, and history, with the idea thereby magnifying 
the proof for Baha contrast. For example, The Gospels 
contain only few pages the true Words God. 
teachings were not written the original language nor writ- 
ten his day, his power was slow proving effective, and 
many even denied his Peter denied him, 
but Baha Ullah has educated thousands souls, faithful un- 
der the menace the explaining the progress 
Bahaism among the Jews and Zoroastrians, Abul Fazl says: 
Christians could not convert even one Jew Zoroastrian ex- 
cept force compulsion.” ignores the fact that 
lions Persians had been converted Christ from Zoroaster 
before the sword Islam smote Persia. This belittling 
Christ his life and work and shows that 
spirit antagonistic Christ really animates the Bahai leaders, 
spite their professions the contrary. 

This review Bahaism shows that 
its spirit and its doctrines, its treatment Christ man 
and the Son God, and its relation Christianity 
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religion. may shown, too, that antagonistic 
Christianity its institutions and organization, its rites and 
ceremonies, its sacred seasons, its way salvation. Enough 
has been said emphasize the fact that Christian ministers 
and churches should not give countenance and assistance 
has been done and still being done. The church 
Europe, America, and India should alert protect its 
members from their insidious propaganda, lest, like the Mor- 
mon delusion, deceive many.” 
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ARTICLE 


WHY DID ST. PAUL WRITE GREEK? 
LEWIS MILLER, LANSING, MICHIGAN. 


St. was born Hebrew parents. boy, his 
father’s home, doubtless spoke Hebrew probably the 
vernacular form that was then common use. youth, 
the feet Gamaliel, was thoroughly trained the 
treasures Hebrew lore and literature. How true and loyal 
Hebrew became under these parental and educational 
influences, can best understand from his own words. 
calls himself Pharisee, the son his ad- 
dress Agrippa declares: [The Jews] knew from 
the beginning, (if they would testify) that after the most 
straitest sect our religion, lived Pharisee.” And again 
describes himself circumcised the eighth day, the 
stock Israel, the tribe Benjamin, Hebrew the 
Abraham could make better showing. 

The Hebrew the Old Testament, which St. Paul had 
been thoroughly trained, very unique language. But 
the more one studies it, the more becomes convinced that 
its very peculiarities had much with its excellent adap- 
tation the great part which was appointed play the 
sublime drama human redemption. was God’s own 
language. “It was constructed and perfected,” says one 
writer, for the transmission those lofty divine ideas that 
are eventually lift the whole race from the darkness sin 
into the light and life holiness. language which 
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the spirit God spake, and which the breath the Al- 
mighty gave life.” Yes; may truly said that God 
breathed into that language breath life” and be- 
came living soul.” Combining, does, the animation and 
vivacity the Oriental tongues with the dignity and gravity 
the Occidental, forms also connecting link between the 
East and the West. 

Remarkable simplicity and directness characterize the He- 
brew style composition, giving wondrous power 
touching the human heart. Carlyle felt this when wrote: 
oldest Hebrew prophet, under vesture the most di- 
verse from ours, does yet, because speaks from the heart 
brew, which the language the heart, plays with the varied 
passions and emotions the human breast hope and fear, 
love and hate, joy and sorrow, vengeance and mercy 
skillfully the harper plays with the many chords his in- 
strument. Addison has remarked that “the Hebrew idioms 
run into the English tongue with peculiar grace and beauty.” 
This lends our excellent version the Scriptures much 
that mysterious power touching the heart which character- 
izes the Hebrew original. But this characteristic the He- 
brew scriptures has never been more beautifully 
quently depicted than the following paragraph written 
Dr. Joseph Parker 


“Would you cull and gather into floral groups sweet words, ten- 
der expressions, gracious solaces, syllables that find their way into 
the heart’s night and bitterness? For this you must the Old 
Testament. The Hebrew tongue was made for comfort, for great 
redundance solace; there wine the grape every syllable; 
who presses most the agony his need will drink most 
abundantly and most refreshingly the wine God’s love.” 
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These are not the words mere sentimental enthusiast, but 
the reflections earnest student and thinker. 

Then why did St. Paul, when entered upon his great life 
work, abandon his own mother tongue and resort alien 
form speech? Why did St. Paul write Greek? Surely 
there must have been some overpowering reasons. Such rea- 
sons there were, indeed fully potent those 
which impelled him become apostle the Gentiles. For 
the hand God just apparent the one case the 
other, the only difference being that, the first case, the 
reasons came him, that memorable journey Damascus, 
with the swiftness the thunderbolt, and the other case 
the reasons were slowly hammered out and forged upon the 
anvil God’s long and careful preparation for the promul- 
gation the gospel. And St. Paul yielded both; for, 
whether swift whether slow, God’s reasons are equally ir- 
resistible. 

Conybeare and Howson’s “Life and Epistles St. 
Paul” find this significant paragraph 

“It was not accident that the New Testament was written 
Greek, the language which can best express the highest thoughts 
and worthiest feelings the intellect and heart, and which 
adapted the instrument education for all nations; nor was 
accident that the composition these books and the promul- 
gation the gospel were delayed till the instruction our Lord 


and the writings his apostles could expressed the dialect 
Alexandria.” 


What, then, this wonderful dialect 
this Hellenistic Greek so-called New Testament Greek 
—which St. Paul was constrained use and which subserved 
his purpose much better than his own noble mother tongue 
could have done? The story its origin and development 
very interesting one fact, forms one the most 
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fascinating episodes human history. But can glance 
only briefly. 

St. Paul asks: What advantage then hath the Jew?” and 
answers: Much every way: chiefly, because that unto them 
were committed the Oracles For ages those oracles, 
committed the chosen people, had been written and pre- 
served the Hebrew language, and had been jealously 
guarded the Jews their exclusive birthright. But the 
time was fast approaching, God’s wider economy, when the 
Jew was lose that distinctive advantage, and the oracles 
God were become the common property all mankind 
—Jew and Gentile, Greek and barbarian, bond and free, alike. 
The gospel was proclaimed the uttermost parts the 
earth. 

But the Hebrew language, though unsurpassed within its 
peculiar sphere, had its limitations, and very serious ones 
view the great work now accomplished. For the 
simple narration past events history the record 
future events prophecy for the noting concise and 
pithy apothegms wisdom for sustaining the most sublime 
flights imagination poetry —the Hebrew language had 
proved sufficient. How well played its part, the Old Tes- 
tament its most faithful witness. But could carry the 
heavy burden man’s redemption farther. was 
God had said that language: Hitherto shalt thou come; 
but further; and here shall thy proud waves 

The Hebrew vocabulary, while richly abounds concrete 
terms, such designate things that can seen, felt, heard, 
and easily understood, very scant those abstract terms 
which deal with ideas, conceptions, and things outside the 
actual domain ‘the such terms, fact, are 
needed the logician his reasoning and the philosopher 
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his disquisitions. also lacking that rich variety 
conjunctions, connectives, and particles various and del:- 
cate shades meaning, which serve bind clauses together 
with the nicest distinctions. So, can readily seen, the 
Hebrew language was poorly equipped grapple success- 
fully with the deepest problems philosophy and express 
them with delicacy and precision. would assuredly fail the 
writer who had occasion express his thought with nicety, 
“piercing even the dividing asunder soul and spirit, 
and the joints and marrow.” 

There not the entire Old Testament single instance 
abstract reasoning. true, the so-called Wisdom 
books, there are many wise sayings, sage remarks, and valu- 
able reflections, but they are rather conclusions drawn from 
personal observation and actual experiences, than logical de- 
ductions from premises. has been remarked, they are just 
such conclusions observing man would draw, while sit- 
ting the city gates, the market places elsewhere 
where people congregate. 

But now, when the gospel must encounter the keen and 
subtle logic the Greek, the stubborn, self-sufficient egotism 
the Roman, the stolid indifference the heathen, and the 
deep-seated prejudices the Jew, there was need finer 
and more highly tempered weapon offense and defense than 
the simple Hebrew. And this could then found only the 
Greek language, which was, Bunsen says, the language 
art, poetry, history, and, above all, philosophy.” 

What can say the Greek language that has not been 
better said before? Doubtless the world will never cease 
sing its praises, and doubtless never should. For the world 
owes more the Greek language than any other ever spok- 
man. that language were given the greatest 
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epic poem the world, the most elegant models prose, 
dramatic composition and oratory, and, finally, the New 
Testament the most vitally important book all times. 

the histories Xenophon and Thucydides, the orations 
Lysias, Isocrates, and Demosthenes, the philoso- 
phical treatises Plato, the comedies Aristophanes, and 
the tragedies Sophocles, and Euripides, the 
Greek language was developed and molded into the most per- 
fect medium for the expression thought that the world has 
ever known; and doubtless mere human tongue will ever 
surpass that respect. But was not the polished and 
classic diction Xenophon, Thucydides, Plato, and Demos- 
thenes that was have the honor bearing the Glad Tid- 
ings the gentiles. Splendid and perfect that language 
was, was not yet ready for its glorious mission. the 
Apostles, gathered the day Pentecost, had receive 
the baptism fire before they were fitted forth upon 
their world-conquering mission, the Greek language had 
undergo special preparation for its destined work. And 
who shall say that the baptism this beautiful language into 
the service God was not just truly the work the Holy 
Spirit the fiery baptism the Apostles? 

The classic Greek literature, doubtless, was never the 
language the common people, any more than the elegant 
diction Macaulay, Ruskin, Irving, and Emerson the lan- 
guage the common people England and America to-day. 
had little more democratic. So, the provi- 
dence God, out the pure Attic Greek sprang common 
dialect, which steadily followed trade and commerce, until 
spread over the civilized world. 

Next came the Macedonian conquest Greece and the re- 
duction that country under the dominion single ruler, 
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producing still greater change the speech general use. 
This Macedo-Alexandrian dialect, so-called, was carried 
Alexander, with his conquering hosts from Macedonia, 
through Asia Minor, Syria, and Palestine, down into Egypt. 
There founded the city Alexandria, which afterward 
became the seat Greek learning and culture. But Alexan- 
der himself, sighing for more worlds conquer, died 
early age, little dreaming that his greatest achievement was 
not the conquest the world, but the making world 
language, through which countless generations yet unborn 
should blessed. 

But the Greek language was not yet ready. still more 
wonderful change had wrought. The elegant style im- 
pressed upon the great masters prose and poetry, 
like the beautiful work art that was— 


“chaste the icicle 
That’s curded the frost from purest snow 
And hangs Dian’s temple 
appealed, nevertheless, too much the head and not enough 
the heart. Some the tender heart-melodies the 
old Hebrew bards and prophets had breathed into the 
soul that chosen language before was ready for its ap- 
pointed work. For, with ail its grace, and beauty, and ex- 
pressiveness, Greek was but heathen tongue. knew, 
yet, naught the great religious doctrines proclaimed, 
and “could not frame pronounce them right.” New 


meanings and shades meanings had impressed upow 


its musical words adapt them the expression religious 
thought. This was accomplished through its intimate contact 
with the Hebrew. 

After the Macedonian conquests the Jews the dispersion 
came into close association and intercourse with the Greeks 
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trade and commerce. They thus learned the later Greek, 
the spoken language common life, rather than the literary 
tongue. But, being foreigners, and speaking Greek such, 
they naturally gave more less Hebrew coloring. 
This intimacy the Hebrews and the Greeks, while pre- 
vailed throughout the commercial world, was most pronounced 
Alexandria, where Alexander had given the Jews especial 
privileges. Alexandria was then the center religious 
thought and philosophy, doubtless the intercourse the two 
races there partook less mere commercial cast than 
the outside world. 

Although this Hellenistic Greek had its origin and 
development the exigencies common life, could not 
fail, with two peoples active and intellectual the Jews 
and Greeks, make its appearance literature. Its earliest 
literary monument the Septuagint, Greek version the 
Hebrew Scriptures. story runs that Ptolemy Philadel- 
phus, ruler Egypt about three hundred years before Christ, 
had established great library Alexandria and was am- 
make the greatest the world. sought 
everywhere for books enrich it. said have 
caused the translation made seventy learned men; and 
hence has ever been known the Septuagint. Whether 
the story truth fable, whether the translation really 
originated from natural demand for version the Scrip- 
tures the then current world language, some maintain, 
the fact nevertheless fixed, that through that version, aided 
the apocryphal books closely allied with it, the Greek 
language was given the peculiar tone and coloring necessary 
for the expression religious thought; and when the New 
Testament writers were ready for their work, they found 
language ready for their use. 
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Although this New Testament Greek differs materially from 
the classic type the language and has very decided He- 
braic cast, that some knowledge Hebrew necessary 
semi-barbarous dialect, mere jumble Greek and He- 
brew. language and itself, distinctively di- 
vine origin and sanction. Dr. Christopher Wordsworth 
(Bishop Lincoln) closes the preface his Commentary 
the New Testament” with this characterization New 
Testament Greek 


“The Greek the New Testament not the Greek Xenophon, 
Plato, Demosthenes. language its own. And need 
not scruple affirm that, precision expression, pure and na- 
tive simplicity, delicacy handling, the grouping words 
and phrases, dignified and majestic sublimity, has rival 
the world.” 

eminent Greek scholar Professor Buttmann says 
the Acts the The diction and entire mode 
expression often suggestive Attic elegance and full 
genuine Greek turns and constructions.” 

Such, then, that dialect Alexandria that Hellenis- 
tic New Testament Greek, variously termed, which 
possesses much beauty expression, richness thought, 
and depth meaning that Mahaffy calls “the splendid 
blossom Syrian Greek prose,” and which St. Paul found 
much more serviceable than his own mother tongue. 

_true, lacks many the graces and elegances the classic 
type the language, and the mere classical scholar wont 
lament their absence. But has carefully retained those char- 
acteristics Greek composition which make for strength and 
expressiveness. While its syntax simpler, still exhibits 
that freedom arrangement the constituent elements 
the sentence, which enable the writer present his ideas 
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the most emphatic and impressive manner. The written sen- 
tence vies with the spoken one expressiveness and force, 
and paragraphs become veritable word-pictures thought. 
The essential distinctions the Greek tense-system, which 
are often difficult render elegantly into English, but which 
must observed one would understand the Greek Testa- 
ment aright, have also been retained this dialect Alex- 


and contribute little the beauty the narrative 


portions. this laying aside mere ornaments but retain- 
ing the useful expedients precision, force, and expression. 
New Testament Greek has been likened the ancient wrest- 
ler runner, who divested himself all unnecessary habili- 
ments and impediments, that might the better commit him- 
self the task before him. New Testament Greek had 
great and glorious work perform. Its mission was drive 
home the minds the heathen races the teachings that 
should transform and uplift mankind, and not much 
titillate the ear with mere poetic graces. 

The reasons which impelled St. Paul resort Greek 
the proper medium for the proclamation the gospel the 

Because the Hebrew tongue was not adapted logi- 
cal exposition the doctrines the new dispensation. 
would certainly have broken down under the strain St. 
Paul’s impetuosity and dialectics. With all his Hebrew 
training, doubtful whether could have successfully 
written his immortal epistles his mother tongue. 

Because Greek was, that period, the common lan- 
guage the world, probably even more than 
to-day. was, Mahaffy has said, practical organ 
communication,” and, Cicero said his defense Archias, 
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was “read almost the whole world.” its use St. Paul 
could reach the greatest number. 

Because St. Paul was master the Greek language 
then spoken throughout the world. Although his train- 
ing had been the language and lore his fathers, had 
learned Greek boy the Greek city Tarsus, famous 
emporium where traders met, and bought and sold. had 
used Greek with his boyhood playmates and his intercourse 
with men the world. was another mother tongue. 

Because Greek was, above all, the divinely appointed 
medium for the promulgation the truths the new dispen- 
sation, and other tongue would avail. This the one rea- 
son which overshadowed all others. And when St. Paul ex- 
claimed: Woe unto me, preach not the 
might have added: the language divinely prepared 
for use.” 
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ARTICLE 


THE TWO GENEALOGIES JESUS. 


CAMBRIDGE, MASS. 


THERE are persons who take delight discovering discrep- 
ancies the Bible. never seems occur them that the 
absence what they regard discrepancies would proof 
positive that the book was fraud. Perfect agreement 
details the witness stand recognized all lawyers 
one the most reliable tests when collusion suspected, 
and similar agreement the Bible stories that appear 
different places would enough condemn offhand. 
Honest witnesses never see things exactly alike, and such 
witnesses ever agree all their statements. times they 
may even appear contradict one another; but 
contradiction not necessarily real one. 

Three the Gospel writers tell certain anointing 
Jesus, with such close agreement some the details 
leave doubt concerning the identity the occasicn. 
Matthew (xxvi. and Mark (xiv. fail identify the 
woman who did the anointing, but John (xii. says that 
was Mary. They all agree that she used genuine nard (Gr. 
nardou pistikés) and that was very precious. John says 
that there was pound others cruse. John 
says that she anointed his feet, while the others agree that 
was his head. John adds that she wiped his feet with her 
hair. the anointing the head was normal act and 
pound ointment was quantity excess what she could 
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use for the purpose, not hard imagine that she took 
some what was left and put Jesus’s feet John’s 
great surprise, and that this particular part the perform- 
ance was the thing that remembered best and spoke of. 

Again, Judas hanged himself according Matthew (xxvii. 
5), but Luke’s account (Acts 18) has him obtain field 
with the money, fall headlong, burst asunder the midst, 
and have his bowels gush out. Luke does not say that 
bought the field but that acquired” it, and 
Matthew (xxvii. f.) relates that the thirty pieces silver 
were used purchase the potter’s field. the money be- 
longed Judas, would keeping with the facts, they 
looked things, say that acquired the field. did, 
If, addition, attempted hang himself that 
same field, some chance, but used rotten rope, once 
becomes clear that violent fall from tree onto broken 
crockery below would supply the needed elements make 
Luke’s account comprehensible. 

admirable illustration this sort thing was pub- 
lished some years ago this Quarterly 769). class 
history, reporting the condemnation Louis 
could not made agree. About half them declared 
that the vote against him was unanimous. Most the others 
asserted vigorously that there was but one majority. few 
said that the majority was one hundred and forty-five 
vote seven hundred and twenty-one. The facts were 
these. the first question (“Is the king guilty?”) there 
was vote the negative. Each deputy was then asked 


state his penalty. Those including death, some time, 


amounted majority one hundred and forty-five. Those 
involving immediate death were, however, only three hun- 
dred and sixty-one, against three hundred and sixty fot 
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some other penalty for delay execution. There was 
therefore real contradiction the various reports sub- 
mitted the class, provided all the facts were known. 

similar statement might possibly hold good many an- 
other case, notably that concerning the two genealogies 
Jesus, which have caused much discussion and many heart- 
quake. only had the later records consult, 
find out what Matthew and Luke actually did, the whole 
thing might become simple and clear. That they worked in- 
dependently beyond question, and evidently each got what 
was after. Both, doubtless, consulted public records that 
were still available Jerusalem. Luke, physician and 
gentile, would naturally seek for the exact line; but 
Matthew, Jew and traditionalist, would likely 
influenced Jewish prejudices which would lead him ob- 
serve any peculiar methods that might use among his 
countrymen reckoning the successors the throne Da- 
vid. Differences viewpoint would certainly affect 
and therefore plain that this must allowed for 
studying the problem. 

Some discrepancies are easily disposed the start. 
ferences names, particularly those that occur compar- 
ing the genealogies Matthew and Luke with those found 
the Old Testament, may due the change from Hebrew 
Greek; and this consideration alone may meet that difficul- 
ty. English John and Russian Ivan not look much alike, 
but they are the same name nevertheless. like manner, 
Ahasuerus and Xerxes are identical, the Book Esther, 
and Amraphel the fourteenth chapter Genesis Ham- 
murabi, the first king Babylonia rule the entire country. 
Differences spelling are accordingly little moment. 

Naturally, the lack agreement the two Gospels has 
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been made much the enemies the Christian religion, 
and the process began very early the history the church. 
Its defenders were then hard pressed for satisfactory ex- 
Some asserted that the lists were purely imaginary 
ones; but this was stoutly denied early the third century 
Julius Africanus, Christian historian, who was the au- 
thor treatise chronology. There was also tradition, 
derived from the who claimed have the royal 
blood David their veins (Gr. desposunos means, be- 
longing the the effect that two uterine broth- 
ers, whose mother had first married into the house Solo- 
mon and then into the house Nathan, had come under the 
law Levirate marriage, and, one dying without issue, the 
other had raised seed unto him, the law required (Deut. 
xxv. f.). This met part the difficulties, but did not 
touch the coming together the lines Zerubbabel and Sa- 
lathiel, Shealtiel, was still unaccounted for. 

Then, there was the difference the number persons 
the two lines which is, however, consequence, since 
Christ himself called son Abraham and son Da- 
vid the same breath (Matt. 1), without any regard 
the intermediate generations. The fact that the habit was 


common one, and the word “son” taken the 
sense “descendant” rather than term applied 
man’s direct offspring. Other Oriental peoples have simi- 
lar custom, and need not occasion the slightest difficulty. 
The trouble lies the matter-of-fact English, which 
and cannot true medium for the exact interpretation 
Oriental language with its peculiar viewpoint. 

One solution that has been offered hardly needs men- 
and yet cannot passed over. spite the fact 


that the Gospel narratives themselves implicitly deny it, say 
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nothing the further fact that women did not count such 
matters among the Jews, some have even gone far as- 
sert that one genealogy was that Joseph, while the other 
was that Mary. Each is, fact, the line Joseph, 
the reputed father Jesus; and useless attempt 
dodge that conclusion. Mary seems have been the first 
cousin Joseph, however, and daughter Jacob, the 
older brother Heli who was Joseph’s actual father, that 
consequence. 

The first thing observed studying the two genealo- 
gies, the fact that Luke begins with Adam, whom 
gives the surname, Son-of-God, rather God-son (the Greek 
omits son, reading since that comes nearer 
the real meaning the original Hebrew term. For this 
reason, has initial list that not Matthew’s Gospel. 
Following the spelling the Revised Version, included the 
names 

Methuselah Lamech Noah Shem Arphaxad Cainan 
Shelah Eber Peleg Reu Serug Nahor Terah (the 
father Abraham). 

Each these turn gave his own name plus the Hebrew 
prefix Bar-, which practically equal the suffix -son, 
his son surname; and Luke implies 23) his trans- 
the names that this was the regular Hebrew custom 
saying: being, the custom was [not, was supposed], 
Jesus son Joseph, the which amounts Joseph- 
son Heli-son, This gives the direct line descent the 
Scandinavian fashion, and was easy method follow. 


likewise justifies the practice calling Jesus Son-of- 


David since that became part his full pedi- 


gree name, would appear the records. 
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the above list now compared with Chron. 1-4, 
24-26, will seen that Cainan has been inserted between 
Arphaxad and Shelah, but that otherwise, apart from some 
the spelling, the two lists are the same. How- 
ever, not altogether safe assume that there was 
Cainan that point, even does seem highly probable 
the surface things, since there may have been one. When 
man begets son, begets, potentially, all that part his 
posterity which happens fall that son’s line. From 
Oriental standpoint, this justifies the statement that man 
begot his grandson his great-grandson his great-great- 
grandson the time that begot his son who was their 
ancestor. persons may thus omitted from 
the line any point, and that should never forgotten 
dealing with Biblical other Oriental genealogies, since there 
always possibility that kind reckoned with. 

this peculiarity which vitiates the Biblical chronology 
devised Archbishop Usher This chronology 
still found the margin the more elaborate editions 
the Bible; but recent investigations along the line men- 
tioned have shown practically worthless. can 
never sure that all the generations are represented, and 
therefore unsafe rely, Usher did, the ages men- 
tioned the text. such data will furnish reliable basis 
for Biblical chronological scheme, since one, two, three, 
even more generations may omitted any point the 
reckoning. The important names are given. Others are not. 

The next person the genealogical list Abraham, and 
with him Matthew begins his enumeration. With single 
exception, the two now agree far David, the names be- 
ing (R. 


Abraham Isaac Jacob Judah Perez Hezron Arni 
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David. 


For Arni, Matthew has Ram, the Greek being Aram. The 
two may thus intended for the same name. With this list 
should compared Chron. f., 34; 1-15; and Ruth 
iv. 18-22. will found that the Old Testament has Ram, 
and that the Revised Version has slightly altered the spell- 
ing the names some places. 

this point there real difficulty. The variations 
found are more than should expected. From here on, 
with few exceptions, the two lists are entirely different, and 
this fact that has caused all the trouble. The present ex- 
planation holds that Matthew has given Joseph’s official line 
and Luke his actual one. follows the assertions Grotius 
(1583-1645), who taught that Matthew gave the genealogy 
Joseph the legal successor the throne David. Luke 
was accordingly supposed have followed, physician 
naturally would, the private line, which exhibited Joseph’s 
real birth David’s descendant and Solomon’s heir. 

Apart from one two other minor difficulties, which will 
come incidentally the argument progresses, main- 
tained that this simple principle explains all the anomalies 
the two genealogies, including both their differences and their 
agreements, and yet the layman still left with uncomfort- 
able feeling details, and has powerful inclination, 
even somewhat nebulous, ask the question: How? 

preliminary better understanding the situation, 
may best consider what the Old Testament records 
teach. According Chron. iii. 10-16, the kingly line was 

Solomon Rehoboam Abijah Asa Jehoshaphat Jorain 


Hezekiah Manasseh Amon Josiah Jehoiakim (omitting 
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the two who did not reign, Shallum and the second Zedekiah, and 
the two who reigned but three months each, Jehoahaz Johanan 
and Jeconiah Jehoiachin) Zedekiah. 

The oldest son Josiah given Johanan; but according 
Chron. xxxvi. 1-4 and Kings xxiii. 30-34 was Je- 
hoahaz Joahaz, who was made king the people, but was 
deposed, after three months, the king Egypt. His suc- 
cessor’s name there given as, originally, Eliakim, which was 
changed Jehoiakim. 

His son Jehoiachin, boy eight Chron. xxxvi. 
eighteen Kings xxiv. 8), reigned three months and ten 
days according one account (xxxvi. 9), and his brother 
Zedekiah then succeeded him (xxxvi. 10). According 
Kings xxiv. 8-17, however, the end three months, 
the eighth year the king Babylon, the uncle Je- 
hoiachin was made king, his name being changed from Mat- 
taniah Zedekiah. this account the older the two 
and the ages the men themselves forbid any other plan 
than the arrangement mentioned, undoubtedly the correct 
statement what took place, the other readings being due 
scribal errors. Moreover, according Jer. xxxvii. Zedek- 
iah was the son Josiah and reigned instead Coniah, the 
son Jehoiakim, who came regarded the rightful 
heir. This name (Coniah) plainly variation Je- 
coniah, who commonly known Jehoiachin. 

Matthew’s corresponding list (R. still) contains the fol- 
lowing names 

Solomon Rehoboam Abijah Asa Jehoshaphat Jo- 
ram Uzziah Jotham Ahaz Hezekiah Manasseh Amon 
Josiah Jeconiah and his brethren (apparently Jehoahaz, Jehoi- 
akim, and Zedekiah, even they were uncles and not brothers 
Jeconiah, since the Greek word that employed adelphoi 


sometimes used mean “near although properly re- 
fers men who are own brothers). 
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Uzziah, the tenth king Judah, identified with 
Azariah, three names have been omitted after Joram, follow- 
ing the fashion already mentioned; and, possibly, one (or 
two) before Jeconiah, although Jeconiah and his brethren” 
may fairly said cover the ground, was indicated 
above. selecting the name Jeconiah, Matthew 
lowed Chron. iii. 16, rather than the usage the fuller ac- 
counts found elsewhere. The employment different names 
for the same man this curious fashion may possibly ac- 
count for some the differences later the Gospel nar- 
ratives, although not wise infer overmuch from that 
fact. 

Now, this man Jeconiah, Jehoiachin, seems have been 
well treated Nebuchadrezzar, and appears have had 
seven sons, according the record, during his lifetime 
captive. The oldest was, ostensibly, Shealtiel Chron. iii. 
17) for the Revised Version reads, Jeconiah, the captive,” 
instead the Jeconiah; Assir,” the Authorized Version, 
according which Assir must naturally taken the name 
another son. sons Shealtiel are mentioned, and 
none are given for the second son; but the third son, Pedaiah, 
had for his first-born Zerubbabel (ver. 19), who thus became 
heir the kingly rights the tribe Judah. These two 
men, Shealtiel and Zerubbabel, both appear each the 
Gospel writers members the genealogical line; and they 
throw some light the problem whole, since the former 
spoken Matthew having begotten the latter, who 
was really his nephew, being the son younger brother. 
Levirate marriage mentioned even suggested. 

thus appears that the oldest son, the son who was 
made the official head the family, was permitted regard 
the sons all his brothers his own, situation that 
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typically Oriental, however strange may appear West- 
ern mind. Zerubbabel’s patronymic, surname, would 
mally have been but came ranked 
Son-of-Shealtiel (Shealtiel-son) his capacity heir the 
latter’s rights for the last king, Zedekiah, was younger son, 
temporarily exalted and not recognized properly the 
royal line. For some reason, Jehoiachin was 
although his father was also younger son; and the line was 
continued through him. The rest account, in- 
cluding the two men already mentioned, contains the follow- 
ing names (R. 

Achim Eliud Eleazar Matthan Jacob Joseph. 

This list presents difficulties its own, apart from its fail- 
ure agree with that Luke’s Gospel; for, after Zerubbabel 
Son-of-Shealtiel (Ezra Neh. Hag. 1), cannot 
duplicated the Old Testament records, there known 
extant copy the Jerusalem records from which Matthew 
undoubtedly obtained it, and the list too short cover ap- 
proximately six centuries, must, span the interval be- 
tween Jeconiah and Christ. Zerubbabel Matthew un- 
questionably followed the accepted royal line; but from there 
the Old Testament records are fragmentary. Matthew, 
however, undoubtedly consulted official records for the rest 
the line and selected the most conspicuous names. But— 
and here important consideration— the true line might 
matter dispute and honest difference opinion. 

The first thing noted about Luke’s list the fact that 
worked backward from Christ, not forward from Abra- 
ham, Matthew plainly did. The two lines thus obtained 
may therefore both correct, even they not agree after 
David’s name has been reached the descending line. Luke 
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does not take Solomon the next kin, but Nathan, the sec- 
ond (third, the first died) son Bathsheba Bathshua 
Chron. iii. and his list accordingly becomes (R. 


Nathan Mattatha Menna Melea Eliakim Jonam 
Joseph Judas Symeon Levi Matthat Jorim Eliezer 
sech Semein Mattathias Maath Naggai Esli Nahum 
Maithat Heli Joseph. 


will seen once that this list contains larger number 
names than the two already given, which correspond 
Matthew’s account. gentile and physician, Luke 
would likely mention all nearly all the names the 
line, found them, far David. From there 
would follow the traditional list, including its 
cidentally, examining the names, the user the Authorized 
Version may somewhat incommoded the spelling; but 
seems best give the old usage, even did follow 
the Greek pretty carefully. The hair-spaced names mark the 
two sections Luke’s list, correspond the divisions 
given Matthew’s; and they also indicate the certain agree- 
ments the two evangelists. 

While none the other forms clearly agree, some them 
may The name Jeconiah favorite one (Esth. ii. 
Jer. xxiv. xxvii. 20; xxviii. and yet was 
varied Jehoiachin, which became official form. 
amounted altering Jah establishing Jah establishes.” 
like manner Kings xv. 32; Chron. xxvi. 
Uzziah Jah form common use, became, 


apparently, Azariah Jah keeper”), which was also 
common use Kings xiv. 21; xv. 17, 23, 27; 
Chron. 12). Similarly, Bathsheba Daughter 


’ 
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oath”) passed into Bathshua Daughter 
already indicated; and such changes were evidently com- 
mon. Cf. Ruth 20. 

that basis, Luke’s Jorim— its position the line favors 
the supposition even the relative proportions are not quite 
what would expected— may Matthew’s Joram; Mat- 
thew’s Matthan may and probably Luke’s Matthat; and 
Matthew’s Abiud may possibly Luke’s Joda, while Luke’s 
Joanan may the Hananiah Chron. iii. 19, the son 
Zerubbabel, with the two elements the name 
reverse order. Rhesa thus excluded from 
list; but some scholars see Chaldee title Ze- 
rubbabel, somewhat like the (meaning “the cap- 
Chron. iii. and they appear right, al- 
though others stoutly deny that possibility. There always 
the alternative, however, that generation may have been 
omitted. 

Again, the name Shemaiah Chron. iii. 22) seems 
merely variation the Shimei verse 19, since both mean 
some such thing Jah fame” Jah hath and 
the change keeping with those already mentioned. Bear- 
ing this mind, may allowable, some scholars have 
believed, identify the Abiud Father honor”) 
Matthew’s account with the Hodaviah Honorer 
Chron. iii. 24, since the change that name would also 
characteristic one. The omissions would likewise 
characteristic, and therefore appears probable that these 
identifications should made. 

Just here curious fact must noted. Chron. iii. 21, 
Hananiah (Joanan?) credited with two sons, Pelatiah and 
Jeshaiah but further notice taken them. like- 
wise credited, however, with the sons Rephaiah, the sons 
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Arnan, the sons Obadiah, the sons Who 
these men were have means knowing; but they are 
most likely have been his sons-in-law, and probably some 
all them were his nephews, since that sort thing 
has always been common among the Jews. Shecaniah ap- 
pears have been his heir; for his line the one next taken 
up, and yields Shemaiah, Neariah, Elioeni, and Hodaviah 
(Abiud?), who appear have been the royal line. Mat- 
thew therefore followed the accepted royal line, precisely 
Grotius taught and scholars have generally come 
lieve, while Luke selected the actual individual ancestors 
Joseph, found them. 

Matthew’s task, following the line downward, did, 
was comparatively simple one, since those the royal line 
would known all Jerusalem, and the surviving mem- 
bers could easily identified. Luke’s task, the other 
hand, tracing the line backward, evidently did, was 
another matter, and the complexities mentioned just above 
should make this fact clear. the royal line failed any- 
where for any reason, the next kin stepped and figured 
son the last survivor; but his real descent would thus 
obscured, and Luke would have trace out best 
could. 

This led him the selection Heli before Matthat rath- 
than Jacob, and also led him away from the royal line 
beyond Matthat until reached Zerubbabel, rather Abiud, 
and the same thing happened again between Shealtiel and 
Joram and between Joram and David. Just what the causes 
were not now possible say with certainty, although 
their general character fairly clear. Luke found direct 
line that ended David, and that regarded sufficient. 
may also regard and accept the result. 
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Now, there still current Jerusalem tradition the 
effect that the reason why Mary went into the temple, the 
hunt for Jesus, while Joseph remained outside, was the sim- 
ple fact that she belonged the royal line and did not. 
That entitled her enter the sacred precincts and ex- 
cluded him. Traditions are not looked upon with favor 
these modern days; and yet this one, tallying, does, not 
only with what actually happened but also with entire 
setting, cannot lightly set aside, since there just 
ground for its rejection. Mary, therefore, really was 
the royal line, although nothing was made the fact the 
evangelists. 

any chance happened that Mary had brothers 
that they all died without male issue, and Joseph had 
thus become the heir, the oldest son her oldest paternal 
uncle, would then obtain position the line Jacob- 
son instead Heli-son. But even was, Jacob could 
regard him his son, according their way looking 
things, since was the child younger brother. had, 
moreover, married his daughter, and that gave Jacob ad- 
ditional claim fatherhood. Joseph actually was 
ultimately reckoned and given place the line, for 
some such reason that mentioned. so, the use be- 


” 


clear. often the case with Oriental words and 
expressions, not taken with undue literalness; and 
that fact meets one the difficulties Matthew’s account, 
not only with reference Joseph himself and likewise 
Zerubbabel, but also, doubtless, with reference others, 
places that are longer easily understood. 

Just why Luke regarded Neri the father Shealtiel in- 
stead of. Jeconiah, not now possible say with certainty 


and yet from the complications the next generation— 


The Two Genealogies Jesus. 


Zerubbabel Pedaiah-son becoming Zerubbabel Shealtiel-son— 
not improbable that Jeconiah’s first-born was daughter 
and favorite child, and that reckoned her son (Sheal- 
tiel) his true heir. Pedaiah may then have been the first 
son have male issue, and may have given his son (Ze- 
rubbabel) marriage daughter Shealtiel and thus 
have united the conflicting lines, with corresponding change 
Zerubbabel’s surname. Something this kind must have 
happened account for the facts, since Zerubbabel was born 
Pedaiah-son but everywhere called Shealtiel-son. The 
actual father Shealtiel may therefore have been named 
Neri, and must have been descendant Nathan, the 
next younger brother Solomon, among the sons Bath- 
sheba who was Hittite birth. Luke’s list, however, has 
duplicate the Old Testament. 

This disposes the conflicting records the two evan- 
gelists and allows that Luke regarded the true 
one from Western standpoint and that Matthew 
considered the true one from Hebrew standpoint. Both 
must accordingly accepted sound and necessary, 
presentation all the facts. Where there are agreements 
names that are separated wide intervals time, evi- 
dent that nothing can inferred therefrom; and notice 
has been taken such agreements. The entire effort has 
been clear the details with sufficient minuteness make 
the whole intelligible those seeking for satisfactory ex- 
planation the apparent discrepancies. hoped that 
this has been done successfully, and that the fresh study 
the facts and records herein contained may not have been 
vain. 


‘ 
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ARTICLE IV. 


GERMANY AND THE BIBLE. 


THE REVEREND GRIFFITH THOMAS, D.D., 
WYCLIFFE COLLEGE, TORONTO. 


THE minds many Christian people have been puzzled 
and pained the thought that Germany and England are 
war; Germany the land Luther, Protestant, intelligent, 
cultivated, progressive, deadly struggle with England, an- 
other Protestant country, full enlightenment, liberty, and 
progress. What the meaning all? There are certain 
political questions into which not our present purpose 
enter, more particularly because, whatever may said 
these points, they represent the rather than the 
cause. seems necessary get below the surface, and 
institute the inquiry the fundamental reasons for this 
terrible upheaval. 

When the effort made proceed from occasion cause, 
the question once arises, whether there any 
between the war and the view the Bible which has pre- 
vailed Germany for many years past. The inquiry calls 
for the greatest possible care, because the danger fall- 
ing into the fallacy generalizing from particulars. And 
yet seems impossible overlook and set aside the prdblem 
which now address ourselves. Lest should said 
that the writer biased favor the British position, 
may least urged that the views here enunciated are lit- 
tle more than the culminating convictions several years 


past the result Biblical studies modern German crit- 
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icism. course true that many Biblical critics have 
sympathy with militarist views; but, nevertheless, im- 
possible avoid noticing what Germany, whole, thinks 
about the Bible ignore least the possible bearing 
these ideas the general life leading men the various 
parts the German Empire. 


The first point considered, political though some 
its aspects are, recent German action.” This has definite 
bearing the issue. For several years past has been the 
fashion Germany despise everything English. Professor 
Cramb gives vivid picture England appears Ger- 
man minds. The conception that great yet unwarlike 


‘ 


power which possesses one-fifth the world and army 
least large Among other statements 
are these: the successful burglar, immense 


’ 


fortune amassed, has retired from timorous, 
craven nation, sheltering behind its fleet”; “old England, 
old indeed and corrupt and rotten through and 
Germany has become convinced that England’s power 
and yet this timorous, craven, and corrupt nation 


possesses the richest parts the while the Germans 
have been shut within their boundaries, the Baltic, the Da- 
nube, and the Rhine. particularly striking that the pro- 
fessional class Germany full anti-British feeling. 
now well known how Treitschke, the great German his- 


torian, expressed his loathing England,’ and his successor 


With the English, love money has killed every sentiment 
honour and every distinction between right and wrong, though they 
hide their poltroonery and their materialism under the unctuous 
phrases religion” (written 1874). 
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Berlin, Professor Delbriick, has not been behindhand 
his denunciation. Still another Professor History has writ- 
ten: only danger the peace Europe, and that in- 
cludes the peace the world, lies the morbid excesses 
British Imperialism.” And not long ago Professor Lam- 
precht regretted that 1875 his country had not subjected 
France utter humiliation. One more striking illustration 
this hatred all things English came light the other 
day. seems that the English language China has spread 
beyond all other foreign tongues; and the result that Ger- 
man missionaries and teachers have been ordered give all 
medical instruction the German language only. Further, 
some leading missionaries have actually seen statement ema- 
nating from Germany which charged English and American 
missionaries with using their position for the purpose 
national propaganda. well-known American clergyman 
met several leading German scholars year ago; and, 
view their claim world-wide influence, could not 
help feeling surprised their ignorance the English lan- 
guage. When expressed this opinion the wife one 
these scholars about her husband, she exclaimed: Would 
you wish him The American clergyman 
naturally replied, Madam, journey Germany for the 
purpose learning all that can about does not make 
any the less American.” 

Another feature German action seen the relation 
the native Hereros German South Africa. The labor 
difficulty has hitherto proved and one the Gov- 
ernment experts who was recently called instruct the 
members the Reichstag the principles colonization 
spoke follows 
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“The Hereros must compelled work, and work without 
compensation and return for their food only. Forced labour for 
years only just punishment, and the same time the best 
method training them. The feelings Christianity and philan- 
thropy, with which the missionaries work, must for the present 
repudiated with all energy.” 

The German Governor, General von Trotha, took very dras- 
tic action ten years ago with these people, and procla- 
mation declared that 

“the Herero people must now leave the land. refuses shall 
compel with the gun. Within the German frontier every Herero, 
with without weapon, with without cattle, will shot. 


shall take charge more women and children, but shall drive 
them back their people let them shot at.” 


The result was that many thousands were slain, and thousands 
more driven into desert, where they perished hunger and 
And yet they are described writer 
intelligent, vigorous, industrious, alert, and adaptable. 
The same thing true regards the Poles; for the Prussian 
policy has not only been marked bad faith and injustice, 
but has utterly failed accomplish the purpose German- 
izing Prussian Poland. 

German action Belgium sufficiently recent re- 
called and, making every possible allowance for the exigency 
war, hardly seems possible acquit Germany breach 
faith regard the neutrality Belgium. striking 
illustration this occurred September, when German 
Professor, Dr. was presenting the side Ger- 
many Boston audience. When had reached the point 
Belgium, laid great stress the effort Germany had 
made advance induce Belgium grant right passage, 
and said, Our Chancellor has set before the world the 
wrong did, and shall try make right indemnity 
any other way, but had not surprising 


Germany and the Bible. 


read that the Chairman remarked, with perfect courtesy 
and yet with perfect candor: This just the point that 
tional say ought not have done and then say 
went and did The German Professor, unable 
meet this point, endeavored pass off jocular way, 
saying that life always irrational, and then proceeded 
impugn the motives England. But not surprising 
that his hearers went away unconvinced. 

also impossible forget that when the Kaiser sent off 
his troops the Pekin Expedition, bade them give 
quarter and take prisoners, but gain reputation like the 
Huns under Attila. 

Perhaps, however, the most striking illustration Ger- 
man action recent years the Kaiser’s relation the late 
Sultan Turkey, Abdul Hamid, whose atrocities Armenia 
and elsewhere must have been notorious Germany 
any other country Europe. And yet the Kaiser paid visit 
friendship Constantinople and the East, spoke the 
Sultan “my friend,” and did his utmost foster the 
closest possible relations between Turkey and Germany. 
happened Palestine the year after the German Em- 
peror’s visit there, and saw celebrated mosque Da- 
mascus gift from the Kaiser, with inscription expressive 
his admiration for Saladin. 

All this seems confirm the conviction that modern Ger- 
man action very largely unmindful some the plainest 
and most obvious dictates everyday morality and courtesy. 
incident related year ago has some bearing recent 
events. Frenchman was intimate terms with German 
who lived Strassburg, and happened staying his 
house time when annual dinner was being held 
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celebrate the annexation Alsace and Lorraine. his 
astonishment his German friend invited him the dinner. 
replied that the suggestion had come from any one but 
close friend would have supposed studied and 
most offensive insult. The German laughed off and went 
out. His father was present, and when his son had left the 
room turned the Frenchman and said: That mod- 
ern Germany. German generation could have 
such thing; but this generation devoid feeling, 


much that cannot understand when insulting.” 


From consideration German action essential 
proceed the inquiry whether German teaching all re- 
sponsible for this state things. well known that the 
Germans have for long been specially prominent the realm 
philosophy. How far, all, has German thought af- 
fected German action? 

the German press for several years past the doctrine 
Pan-Germanism has been inculcated. The idea that 
elect race who are become the instructors mankind and 
save the world transforming all nationalities into its 
likeness. this view there hope for humanity except 
receives and reproduces Teutonic culture 
phy. All this, and much more that might said, has seemed 
the stolid Briton either the utterance insanity the 
dream mere enthusiasm; and, such, has been regarded 
more worthy laughter than anything else. But the 
idea has taken hold the entire nation, and has become 
working conviction among many the best thinkers and 
leaders. German books can quoted prove that schools 
and colleges this doctrine held and taught. English 
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clergyman, not long ago, said that when was Germany 
three years back, inspecting some the schools, asked 
bright German lad what would like when grew 
up. once came the reply, while his hand flew his head 
military salute, take London for the Emperor, Sir.” 
Things must surely have gone pretty far when boy could 
give utterance such ideal. 

This, too, has been the view the now well-known mili- 
tary writer, General von Bernhardi, who teaches that war 
biological necessity the first importance”; says that 
“wars that have been deliberately provoked far-seeing 
statesmen have had the best and holds that courts 
arbitration are pernicious delusions.” 

Similar teaching was given twenty years ago Treitschke. 
His dominant idea was the greatness Prussia, first domi- 
nating Germany and then the world. him Britain was 
contemptible and had destroyed, and his view might 
made right.” 

Perhaps first all importance the philosophy Nietz- 
sche, who now connection with his doctrine 
the Superman. was Pole, who became professor 
German University. His mental balance was doubtful, 
and after several periods insanity had last 
placed lunatic asylum, where remained for twelve 
years and died 1900. one questions the brilliance 
his writing, and many are equally sure its diabolical wick- 
edness. carried the doctrine Darwinian evolution into 
ethics, and declared that the goal the human race was the 
emergence higher type humanity, high that 
would transcend morality itself. Nietzsche had supreme 
contempt for mediocrity and virtue. him crime was 
offense, and love and passion were merely the virtues 
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slaves. for religion was decadent human institution, 
Almost everything Nietzsche indicates his passionate 
hatred Christianity and its ideals. According him, 
Christianity religion for the “herd.” pang con- 
science man sign that his character not yet equal 
his The idea mutual assistance with view 
helping the weak was intolerable him, and recorded 
once telling delicate lady, weak woman like you has 
not any right held that the species required 
“the suppression the physiologically botched, the weak 
and him life was the will power; 
and since Christianity opposed this, said that “the cross 
rallying-post for conspiracy against life itself.” 
And yet was probably due the influence the very 
Christianity spurned that Nietzsche was not suppressed, 
but allowed remain for years lunatic 
death removed him. is, course, easy say that his 


writings were the ravings madman; but was genius 


remarkable ability, and many Germany 


his words appealed with force, especially the military class 
and many who, having denied all faith Christian teach- 
ing, were that account the more ready give Chris- 
tian morality. Nietzsche singles out for special opprobrium 
the mistake made the German people the fifth century 
abandoning the old gods their fathers and taking for 
themselves the Christian religion the fallen empire. While 
one considers that the vast majority the German people 
take this line Nietzsche’s, certain that many their 
leaders have favored it, and the influence has descended 
the people the form vivid pictures the destiny 
the German race. The following quotation from Professor 
Cramb’s book will enable understand and appreciate the 


i 
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extent which Nietzsche was prepared show his malig- 
nant hatred Christianity 


“Ye have heard how old times was said, Blessed the 
meek, for they shall inherit the earth; but say unto you, Blessed 
are the valiant, for they shall make the earth their throne. And 
have heard men say, Blessed are the spirit; but say 
unto you, Blessed are the great soul and free spirit, for they 
shall enter into Valhalla. And have heard men say, Blessed 
are the peace-makers; but say unto you, Blessed are the war- 
makers, for they shall called, not the children Jahve, the 
children Odin, who greater than 


may asked, however, why the Christian religion has 
been powerless Germany stem the tide such de- 
plorable teaching. would seem one reason that there 
has been cohesion among religious people which could 
oppose and bring pressure bear upon government when 
outraged conscience. England, has been pointed 
out, such teaching would quickly meet with the indignant 
opposition Christian communities. too, must 
admitted that religion has not been allowed enter into 
German politics. Morality has been limited personal and 
social Bernhardi says that Christian morality can- 
not political. Again, there has been very serious divorce 
between personal religion and the study theology. 
almost incredible read that when Harnack endeavored 
express his religious convictions his book The Essence 
Christianity,” well-known theologian, con- 
demned not the proper work for professor. Perhaps 
greatest all the fact that Christ expressing God has 
been woefully ignored and neglected Germany. true 
that the Kaiser has referred to.God various ways almost 
nauseam, and the motto the soldiers’ belts God 
with but one can doubt that the conception God 
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Deistic rather than that the and Father our 
Lord Jesus The genuine Christian position was well 
and forcibly stated book Cambridge scholar issued 
over year before the war, but would seem though the 
attitude described has been largely ignored Germany 
“Where Christ has touched human character earnest, the 
Bismarck ideals have been challenged once, and the school 
Bismarck has always realized the danger free gospel. tame- 
eat clergy, with gospel the mailed fist, may tolerable; but 
men whom Christ lives, men prepared champion their fellow- 
men Christ’s spirit— these are intolerable any community 


ruled the ideals Bismarck, English, German, Russian Ro- 
man” (Glover, The Christian Tradition, 159). 


is, therefore, surprise that teaching Germany, whether 
the press, the Professor’s chair, among philoso- 
phers, has been permitted reach such extraordinary and 
extravagant lengths. 


This consideration German action influenced Ger- 
man teaching naturally and necessarily leads the fur- 
ther and more fundamental question the German view 
the Bible. The contribution Israel the religion the 
world has been the greatest any nation; and yet well 
known, that, that very nation, there was the greatest de- 
parture from the religion proclaimed. The result was judg- 
ment which has now lasted for centuries. scarcely 
possible avoid thinking similar results connection 
with Germany. know and are profoundly thankful for 
the important contributions made Christian life and schol- 
arship Germany the person some her greatest 
names. The whole Christian world will ever indebted 
men like Luther, Melanchthon, Tersteegen, Tholuck, Nean- 
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der, Lange, Luthardt, Gossner, and very many more; while 
the spiritual movement, known to-day Gemeinschaft, 
joy all who love the simple truth the gospel. also 
great satisfaction realize that one the profoundest his- 
torical critics, Niebuhr, was utterly different from scholars 
his own country who are continually represented 
such marvelous authorities. 

But there is, unfortunately, another side; and this that 
makes the present time one such profound significance 
all who love the truth. well known that from Germany 
have come, during the past century, the most bitter and de- 
termined attacks upon the Person our Lord. From the 
time Strauss onwards the main tendency German 
thought has been weaken and destroy belief the Deity 
Christ. Then, too, the position the school 
regard the New Testament, though now very largely set 
aside, has deeply influenced Germany this day regard 
the authenticity and authority the New Testament books. 
Further, mainly from Germany that have suffered 
for the last thirty years the weakening the authority the 
Old Testament. men like Wellhausen the Old Testament 
little more than patchwork untrustworthy documents 
without any supernatural element sanction. That this 
statement neither incorrect nor unfair may seen from 
one fact. Many years ago Sir Robertson Nicoll 
was walking with Wellhausen Greifswald and asked him 
whether, his views were accepted, the Bible could retain 
its place the estimation the common people. cannot 
see how that possible,” was the sad reply. 

But most serious and worst all the current and almost 
universal German view the Lord Jesus Christ. Any one 
who reads Weinel’s Jesus the Nineteenth Century” will 
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see that the whole tendency German thought has been 
the direction purely human and naturalistic 
deed, was recently said Professor Warfield that prac- 
tically reputable German theologian now believes the 
orthodox doctrine the Two Natures. Even men like Har- 
nack, Herrmann, and Loofs, with all their earnestness and 
devotion, not ring true the complete New Testament 
doctrine the essential deity our Lord. surely sig- 
nificant that Wellhausen, who has now apparently turned 
aside from Old Testament criticism the New, has written 
commentaries the First and Third Gospels, and has com- 
menced each with the third chapter, ignoring entirely, with- 
out comment argument, the first two chapters, presumably 
because they contain the record the Virgin Birth. Surely 
this cannot called scholarly and scientific; hardly 
honest. 

show that all this teaching not without its effect 
ordinary life, may mentioned that letter was addressed 
some time ago the editor German paper, the 
blatt, and said sample what taught through- 
out the length and breadth Germany. Here translation 
part the letter addressed the paper from Berlin 
school teacher. 


“The 27th chapter Acts, the record the Storm the Sea, 
was being taken. Technically the treatment was perfect and fas- 
cinating. girls were twelve years old. During the last quar- 
ter hour the application the story was being impressed 
upon them. Thus: 

Teacher: Why was not Paul afraid? 

Scholar: Because trusted God. 

Teacher: What did know? 

Scholar: That God would save him. 

Teacher: How did know it? 

Scholar: inward voice had told him. 
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Teacher: glad get this answer. Why this answer 
particularly pleasing me? 

Scholar: Because was not replied that Angel had told 
him. 

Teacher: There are still some people who believe that; but, 
children, you must not believe it. There are also people who 
think that everything good comes from above, that not true. 
the individual’s own heart. God has put there. 

few more questions followed, and finally these: 

Teacher: know another Man Who remained quiet 
storm, Who was that? 

Scholar: Jesus. 

Teacher: Why did remain quiet? 

Scholar: Because trusted God. 

Teacher: What did also know Paul knew? 

Scholar: That God would not let Him sink. 

Teacher: Why not? 

Scholar: Because had still task fulfill earth. 

Teacher: You must not believe that Jesus really stilled the 
storm and the sea. never did that, just remained quietly 
trusting His Father.” 


After the lesson there was short discussion, and clergy- 
man present praised the teaching very highly, and said that 
such religious instruction were given everywhere would 
better for the German people. Only one the twenty 
teachers present took her stand the side the Lord Jesus 
Christ and boldly spoke for 

Now surely impossible that such teaching can with- 
out its effect. the foundations are destroyed, what will 
the righteous do?” any matter surprise that, having 
denied the Divine claims Christ, the German leaders should 
come emphasize power and force more and more, and right- 
eousness and love less and less? When there sin, 
redemption, new birth the teaching, hardly 
wondered that the outcome have seen. Ger- 


many has done more than all other so-called Christian nations 


the Quarterly Paper the Bible League, London, 
land, October, 1914. 
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put together destroy faith the supernatural. 
matter profound regret that much British and Amer- 
ican scholarship has sat the feet Germany for the past 
generation. has meant theology based rationalism, 
and divested the supernatural. Scripture has had 
practically authority, Christ not God, his cross not 
Atonement, inventions have been put forth explain the 
Pentateuch, and almost the entire work Biblical criticism 
has been vitiated the same way. Under claim scien- 
tific has been hopelessly unscientific and unscholarly. 


IV. 


What are the lessons learnt from this state affairs? 
The first that one need afraid scholarship and 
criticism, only the three kinds criticisms are continually 
kept together. The Lower Criticism the text course 
essential foundation. The Higher Criticism, which deals 
with date, authorship, substance, strata, also necessary and 
important. But these two must never separated from the 
Criticism, the criticism the contrite heart. 
“To this man will look, even him that poor and 
contrite spirit and trembleth word.” only allow 
the word God criticize (Heb. iv. 12), there need 
hesitation whatever accepting the full all the really 
assured results the Lower and the Higher Criticism, but 
they will have assured and not merely assumed. 

The only danger found critical presuppositions 
which deny the miraculous and the supernatural. When 
Baur attempts explain the conversion Saul purely 
natural grounds; when Kuenen refuses see anything 
unique the history Israel; when Weiss and Wrede 
will not allow anything supernatural connection with the 
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Apostle Paul, time ask ourselves whether such criti- 
cism any real value. statement made the late 
Principal Caven, Knox College, Toronto, not long before 
his death, has been recently quoted Toronto newspaper, 
and certainly the greatest pertinence the present 
time 

“It not the Higher Criticism that does the mischief, but the 
preconceptions, the disbelief the supernatural al- 
together. There are men both sides the critical controversy, 
among those who have adopted the results Higher Criticism 
well among those who reject and oppose them, whom Macau- 
lay’s words regarding Burke might applied. ‘He chose his po- 
sition like fanatic and defended like When 
man chooses his position without regard all the facts, when 
refuses see that there are problems which must faced, not all 
the learning logic his command will any avail. After 


all, the old saying true: ‘It the heart that makes the the- 


Not long ago heard account given recent visit 
the East, when was remarked that missionary, visiting 
another missionary station, heard lesson being given the 
children Neither there salvation any other” (Acts 
iv. 12); and being told, answer his inquiry, that such 
was the teaching given, replied, You are far behind the 
times.” the same meeting another significant incident was 
mentioned sermon preached Japanese church the 
Deity our Lord. After the sermon Japanese Christian 
went his pastor, and asked whether was necessary 
believe what they had heard that morning. The reply was, 
you are able, will better; but not, not alto- 
gether necessary.” When the supreme authority the Bible 
denied simply impossible say where man will go. Such 
attitude must affect morality; for, when authority de- 
stroyed, there real basis for ethics. 
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much desired that some the British and Amer- 
ican followers German criticism will enabled, through 
this war, logic the situation. Already serious 
concern felt about the morality German politics and 
the ethics German national life, and hoped that 
the source all this will seen the denial the supreme 
authority the Holy Scripture. the spirit lost 
the letter, and philosophy divorced from life; when the 
critical study the literature the Bible severed from 
the spiritual truths the Christian faith, not all 
surprising that the supernatural denied, that religious 
skepticism possesses the educated, and brute force dominates 
national life. English daily paper August last, The 
Standard, speaks with true discernment and great force 
regard the painful influences German criticism Eng- 
lish religious and theological thought 


“For many years German criticism has been permitted exer- 
cise this country immense influence over theological specu- 
lation. have been overwhelmed welter theories the 
sphere both Old and New Testament both ‘lower’ 
and Eschatology, Christology, Christian origins, 
primitive Christian institutions, and the like, all ‘made Ger- 
many.’ Many our English divinity professors, 
turers, and writers religious literature have been busy expound- 
ing these Teutonic notions though they constituted fresh revel- 
ation truth. From the universities they have spread the 
schools, societies for religious study, Church reading unions, 
and even the systems religious instruction framed for chil- 
dren. Every effort has been made popularise them far and wide. 
Recently, however, there have been observable the beginnings 
reaction; accepted assumptions are called question under the 
pressure hostile facts. English and American scholars are grow- 
ing restive under German domination, and critics who certainly 
could not described conservative are revolt against the 
extremes and extravagancies Teutonic dogmatism. The 
sion was bound come; the only cause for wonder has been the 
long run enjoyed gigantic imposture. The term 
not too strong applied systematic attempt palm off, 
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embodying the results ‘scholarship,’ number speculative 
theories really dictated unbelief the Christian Revelation, and 
determination eliminate the miraculous from human history.” 


one result this war consummation devoutly 
wished that there shall arise Great Britain and America 
true Biblical criticism which will insist upon the supernat- 
ural, and refuse dependent any longer German ra- 
tionalism. Several years ago Dr. Orr pointed out the absolute 
impossibility fitting the supernatural into 
framework, and some his words are particularly timely 
the present 


dare say with full sense responsibility that many 
the things which are found our approved text-books were 
openly undisguisedly preached our pulpit next Lord’s day 
throughout the land, there would nothing less than 
tion our Churches. Christian people simply would not stand 
for it.” 


the same effect the teaching Reasonable Biblical 
Criticism,” the late Professor Beecher. men would only 
face the issues stated that book, they would easily en- 
abled see and indorse criticism which once rea- 

But, beyond all else, the present constitutes call 
all who love pure, simple, unadulterated, Biblical religion. 
must proclaim the Bible Divine revelation, 
haps have never done before, and insist that God has 
spoken therein mankind. With unfaltering accents 
must preach Christ the Divine Redeemer. adopt some 
language Sir Simpson, our message not the 
‘mailed but the pierced hand, not the way Cain but 
the way must also declare the Cross, without 
any hesitation qualification, the means Divine re- 


Even though has, and always will its 
Vol. LXXII. No. 285. 
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offense and humiliation, still the conquering principle 
Christianity. the religion the Divine sacrifice, which 
first accepted and then exemplified the believer's 
life. The Cross the core the gospel. must also 
emphasize the Divine the gospel the New 
Birth, the gift the Spirit from above, the essential start- 
ing point all true religion. And must insist Divine 
renovation, getting back prayer, trust, holiness, and obe- 
dience the essential features Christian living. Not least 
all, must teach, with unhesitating language, the great 
New Testament doctrine the Lord’s coming the blessed 
hope the Church, the culminating point Christianity, and 
the satisfaction all aspirations. 

Thus the Christian gospel embodied the Bible 
found three short and familiar passages: I,” the 
written,” the Divine Warrant. When these are combined and 


emphasized, they give the true view Christianity which, 
whether Germany elsewhere, the only power God 


unto salvation.” 
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ARTICLE 


CRITICAL ESTIMATE NIETZSCHE’S 
PHILOSOPHY. 


THE REVEREND JAMES LINDSAY, D.D., IRVINE, SCOTLAND. 


THE influence Nietzsche not only Germany and France, 
but also England and America, has been great 
for attention: the more Arthur Symons has been good 
enough say that one can think, and escape Nietzsche.” 
The subject extravagant praise excess enthusiasm 
—he has also been the subject none too intelligent ex- 
cess execration. His bewitching power has been felt 
spite his pronounced irreligion. aphoristic style 
greatly furthered this influence, though often 
took the form spasmodic commonplace. 
present all his thinking and writing. the obvious 
antithesis thinker like Spencer, from whose work all 
personality has been abstracted. His development was three- 
fold its stages, after the manner Hegel’s theory. There 
need deny Nietzsche the sincerity and the heroism 
claimed for him his devotees, minimize the Carly- 
lean vigor and picturesque exaggeration his writings. 
Still less there any occasion question the artistic quali- 
ties his work, his very conception the world-process be- 
ing that manifestation the Universal Will. 

poet rather than psychologist, shall see, and 
the philosopher instinct. But does not, the latter, 
realize how, the evolution man’s thought, his instincts 
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blossom into something higher than primitive instinct, and 
sense transmuted into thought. Nietzsche was saturated 
with Greek thought: Greek ideal, with its love beauty and 
its will power, had made his own; his conception 
life conceived synonymous with unrestrained strength 
and power. excessive idealism marks his thought, 
one sense; and that thought, suffused with his own person- 
ality, has but little reason systematized character. 
has been truly said him that came not bring peace 
earth, but sword. His hand has been heavy, but there 
often something refreshing his virility. Only 
clash and warfare can virility come, and the tonic elements 
are among the best his influence. One cannot choose but 
admire Nietzsche’s rare, even reckless, devotion ideas. 
has often been accounted daring and original thinker, 
with himself, but mainly because his doctrine pre-Christian 
its exaltation hardness pagan worship power. 
This new Table, brethren, write above 
come (werdet hart). This pagan glorification hard- 
ness, strength, power, life, with the suffering and 
pain that are necessary the creation beauty: such the 
essence Nietzsche’s message. The one thing needful, 
him, harden ourselves greatly. The one thing success- 
ful, him, has been give enhanced value the Ser- 
mon the Mount. His ideals were drawn 
cratic Hellenism; and his apotheosis hardness pagan, 
Hellenic, Roman, anti-Christian, all one. Has philosophy 
any reason proud these ideals? 

One can surely appreciate the finer elements the Greek 
and Roman worlds without failing, like Nietzsche, appre- 
ciate what the Christian centuries have taught the ethi- 
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cal sphere. One may admit the evils sympathy the 
merely flabby and weakening order, often present mod- 
ern sentimentality, imposes itself fine but weak, un- 
practical natures. There element truth his insist- 
ence that man who seriously abandoned himself sym- 
pathy with the misery around him would simply destroyed 
it, although Nietzsche has inkling how adjust this 
aright. But what need revert Greek and Roman types 
purely naturalistic character? One can fully appreciate 
the nobility Socrates, the strength Antigone, the 
mon, and many another beside, without forgetting the merely 
vengeful and vindictive elements often present, without 
being oblivious the bitterness even ancient moralists 
like Seneca, Persius, Juvenal, Lucian. But the ancients knew 
occasion how human well hard,” for neither 
nor Achilles deemed womanish weep. One 
may desire strength soul—a deep and primal need 
world like this without wishing the Pagan 
order 


“On that hard Pagan world, disgust 
And secret loathing fell; 
Deep weariness and sated lust 
Made human life hell!” 


With due respect for Nietzsche, and for the Greek and 
Roman worlds, have desire for reversion that 
there was value Nietzsche’s insistence that 
neither man nor nation can live without ideal, what 
may. His fundamental tendency esthetical rather than 
ethical, for, his sporadic observations life and art, Art 
the great stimulant life, wherein provides contrast 
Schopenhauer. Nietzsche’s whole thought rests upon 


basis, for his thought was rooted 
Romantic naturalism. Art which, for him, alone gives 
value life. Life, manifestation art, alone strong, 
and worthy lived. This, because its exuberant vi- 
tality. The pain and suffering attendant upon art are 
viewed from the artistic standpoint, for art would not 
art without them. Suffering necessary the development 
beauty. One can very well agree that the full life, ex- 
uberant its vitality, the ideal, while finding Nietzsche’s 
teaching utter failure the mode attaining it. is, 
doubt, this zest for which calls Dionysian 
that the secret his influence our time 
found life too large and too compelling for men gener- 
was too immense and dominating for their natures, 
emasculated emotion. The creative will 
renew —is what would give them. When Nietzsche 
grows ethical, his ethic really derived from the grotesque 
savagery, which his teaching is, places, 
recrudescence. takes anthropological grounds, 
fers two systems morals that the masters 
races, and that the slaves inferior races. For his ideal 
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the Overman, and slavery him necessary condition 
every true grounds the difference the 
two moral types physiological constitution, might 
expected. 

Despotic the last degree Nietzsche: his masters are 
hard and dangerous; his slaves pithless and peaceful. Hu- 
manity exists for the sake the strong, and the strong the 
masters and conquerors decaying, thinks, all Eu- 
rope to-day. inculcates the ethics pride and self-asser- 
tion, even the extent proud and absolute sovereignty 
self. acknowledges only rights: duty the ought 
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will leave slaves and fools. Christian ethic slave-mor- 
ality: his ethic strength and self-assertion lord-morality. 
His teaching things moral really too redolent the pre- 
historic forest, and its echoes little higher can heard 
than the law the jungle. His absurd claim was 
above and beyond the moral law; sees not such law the 
conservation full and free life; conscience was him 
ancestral and derivative. Hence his strange failure un- 
derstand how little conscience can check the integral 
development and personality. axiomatic moralist 
the usual sense; but curiously axiomatic, him, that 
individuality should developed the fullest extent. The 
will Europe is, for him, diseased; and the modern man 
affected with deep degeneracy: the strength will his 
need. Deep Nietzsche’s dislike Ger- 
man humankind but especially democracy, which 
him one flock without shepherd: the earth full, says, 
“the superfluous,” life marred the far-too-many.” 
Hence his thought centers the Overman, superior only 
power. His Overman has for motto, Live danger- 
which that may live greatly; but the ideal the 
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Overman only for the few, his estimation the masters 
creation and destruction.” hard,” says, and 
for the aristocratic few, whose strength caste lies 
much spiritual physical capacities: they are the 
most complete individuals.” wealth personality 
said their mark. Overman the significance 
the earth,” says Zarathustra. 

The difference between the two types thought may 
allowed have certain ground Nature. The Overman 
cording Nietzsche, who creates new values, and gives 


power the race. has somewhat curious and ingenious 
use make Christianity the instrument power 
the hands the slaves inferior races. Christianity and 
the moral law, useful enough their place which for 
the inferior are inimical the development the 
masters the Overman. But his Overman cannot called 
moral ideal; for really represents only the highest nat- 
ural development power. When attempted attach 
religious value his Superman, representing, misap- 
plied form, man’s need something adore, one must can- 
didly rate that value good deal less highly than Baron von 
and Professor Aloys Riehl. Nietzsche’s new values 
are immoral values; for, the altruistic sentiments are moral, 
then the hardness, cruelty, and contempt, which opposes 
them, are immoral. But Nietzsche denies their value 
the altruistic sentiments, and stops not short the acme 
selfish egoism the only real thing life. does not stay 
consider the fact that there are different selves, and that 
must provide criterion for justifying the true self. 
Blindly, and without any such analysis, claims sovereign- 
for the self is, unheeding its need ethical guid- 
ance. His self material, not ideal. All ideas and values 
are, him, relative; nothing absolute. 

Heraclitus is, him, the height the Hellenic spirit, with 
its eternal Becoming. The philosopher’s will for truth is, 
for him, will power; the philosopher must create with the 
Productivity genius— must create creative 
must be, not merely critical, for the organ the will 
power. The significance truth lies, for him, the way 
furthers this will power; has interest the truth 


for itself. Our knowledge purely relative, and our world- 
constructions are anthropomorphic character. Thought 
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despises, for the irrational, the contradictory, rules. Life 
and its affirmation are all that Nietzsche cares for. Life is, 
for him, will power. His standpoint that all goods 
life the highest.” Lust for life and first-hand experience 
—that the strength his position. The aristocratic- 
minded Nietzsche abhorred all that savored smug conven- 
tion typified present-day German culture. His Overman 
faces life like laughing lion”: morally “rough, 
stormy, reinless, hard, violently predatory.” 

Nietzsche’s strength has not consisted bringing forth 
anything the form tenable system, though had 
synthetical mind, but rather the sharpness and keenness 
his critical powers. His work The Will Power” 
was unfinished attempt logical system. the posi- 
tive side the Will surplus power” being, 
him, the desire man and every living organism was 
his fundamental postulate. This conception the will 
power was —there authoritative evidence for saying 
purely militarist character its inception, fact which 
does nothing commend it. The Christian Superman is, 
advance Nietzsche’s ideal. That will, one should think, 
would have need enough great strong, for the Over- 
man has god but himself. has his faith, however, for 
belief action, and action belief, his view. The Over- 
man comes only denial the spiritual larger half life. 

But the wondrous glorification will-power this athe- 
istic philosophy, with its owned and cherished illusion” 
free-will, is, after all, very abruptly pulled accept- 
ance the thing commonly called Fate new, and, 
seems me, not improved version the ancient Stoicism. 
Nietzsche certainly hedonist, albeit fatalist, and not 
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free tendencies universalistic hedonism; his everlasting 
doctrine hardness shows that clearly enough, when fully 
set out. But his interest for lies the way represents 
one side the long-drawn contest between the principles 
egoism and sympathy. His practical philosophy ruthless 
character, lacks reasonable content, knows neither prop- 
development nor end, rests only everlasting cycle 
change, and does not escape contradictions. does not 
realize the contradictoriness exalting, occasion, pure 
nature principle into principle value, nor the impossibility 
making life and power the final measure values. 
great fault Nietzsche’s philosophy that reason 
comes not true independence, but only humble minis- 
trant physiological development, consequence his nat- 
uralistic positivism. Truth, beauty, and value exist for him 
only the deeds power. wages war against Socratic- 
ism and Intellectualism; thinks, pragmatist spirit, 
absolute truth possible; holds faith have more significance 
for the weal man than knowledge, for with faith one can 
without truth. Truth is, for Nietzsche, social product, 
and both pragmatist and humanist aspects truth find repre- 
sentation doubt, there sense which truth 
nothing, standing itself, and without serving some pur- 
pose, but truth not purely trueness 
ours for truth discovered, not made. Despite the ob- 
jectivity truth, truth, must hold, for life, life 
for truth. Truths are illusions his view, and only through 
forgetfulness this fact has man the feeling for truth, truth 
which nothing absolute. Intuitional modes apprehen- 
sion loves set over against those reason and logic. 
There truth, only truths. 
Nietzsche lacked proper and truly reasonable measure 
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for determining judgments value. really too good 
giving forth mere half-truths with air finality. 
is, all the time that caricaturing and exaggerating ex- 
isting conditions, the mercy few ruling ideas. His 
utterances are often strikingly anticipatory William James. 
thinks the confidence reason and its categories, logic 
and dialectic, only and really due their usefulness for 
life. makes fundamental difference between truth and 
error, and even illusion has its value for him. his hu- 
manistic contention that abstract pressure, but only instinct 
and above all, the will power—lead 
truth and knowledge. 

His theoretic epistemological notions are piece with 
his ethical, zesthetical, and psychological notions intuitions. 
The great problems all these spheres are, Deussen re- 
only tentatively touched upon his writings.” The 
typical philosopher for him, Plato, and his own philosophy 
belongs the school Nominalism with its dislike uni- 
versals. His philosophy particularistic that there is, for 
it, unity existence. The concept life demands 
growth, says, and this means new and widening powers. 
His self-styled Ethical Naturalism judges life’s worth 
whether can perfected accordance with the morals 
the masters. For the value life and the resolution its 
problems were Nietzsche’s great concern. But not the mere 
conservation life his aim knowledge, for that would 
not explain the advance new truths, but the furtherance 
that deepest biological principles, the elevation and ex- 
pansion the type. 

With biological theories was occupied considerable 
for him the founders evolution were Lamarck and 
Hegel: but was Darwinist, since believed not se- 
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lection; him, life eternal and had beginning; his 
view, mind, equally with the physiological organism, has un- 
dergone evolution. writes trenchantly, fact, Darwin- 
ism, with its survival the fittest: the environment 
base and mean, then the fittest survive will, his view, 
those most suited baseness and meanness. Hence men 
must get outside their environment, and transvaluate their 
values, producing great, solitary men, clear-eyed and come- 
form. But Nietzsche was more Darwinian than 
supposed, although was, course, not natural scientist. 
Indeed, contemns science. not much technical 
philosopher, strictly speaking, for has great striking 
results offer metaphysics ethics, and still less logic 
and epistemology: his claims lie chiefly, have indicated, 
and psychological territories. belongs less 
the realm the pure, scientific thinker than the order 
poet-philosophers, whose artistic instincts and intuitive 
vision make them unimportant inspirers 
Even philologist, has not done much. 

His judgment Christianity absurdly one-sided, for 
incapable understanding its valuation human person- 
ality. Indeed, the whole subject personality Nietzsche 
disappointing, for one might well have expected him 
make human personality supreme among his valuations. For 
holds that must ever working the pro- 
duction great individuals,” and that and nothing 
else, its task.” But was betrayed his anti-theistic 
polemic, and drops into treating personality 
sion. But Nietzsche had too many illusions, and small 
the wonder that his later utterances found confessing 
was illusion” for him have thought had trans- 
cended good and does manner historic jus- 
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tice Christianity, for the victorious races Christian type 
would inexplicable, only decaying races clung moral 
Deity. Hence mere perversion distortion the truth 
talk Christianity “the most pernicious event the 
history the world.” Nietzsche’s ablest followers are com- 
pelled modify the estimate put forward Nietzsche 
his extreme hostility. Christian experience for him only 
the nightmare animal whom parasitism biological 
need. The New Testament ideal is, his view, that 
completely ignoble species man.” has blindly inverted 
that ideal, only set the superiority the Christian Super- 
man stronger relief. has eye for the social value 
and significance Christianity, these have appeared to, 
and in, societies and governments, carried away has 
been the ideals unrestrained individualism boundless 
individual development expansion! This blind neglect 
and ruthless sacrifice the social aspects Christian devel- 
opment serious enough defect. utterly conflicts with 
his own professions desire reform and elevate mankind. 
But then, would organize mankind, only that may 
produce the greatest number geniuses. him the masses 


were but “moles and dwarfs,” his heartless and una- 


shamed contempt man. But the lyrical egotism his 


ent and the bygone upon earth friends, that 
the intolerable; and should not know how ‘to live were 
not seer also that which must come.” And, again, his 
redemptive notions redeem what past, and 
transform every ‘It was’ into ‘Thus would have it!’ 
that alone call redemption.” 

The ethical aspects the new liberty have attention 


work Beyond Good and Evil.” Nietzsche recog- 


nizes the whole elevation humanity have been due 
suffering, but strangely, though intelligibly, thinks spiritual 
care for the sick and suffering made for the deterioration 
the European race. the form and direction sympathy 
condemns, more than the fact. Zarathustra finds 
greater power earth than good and evil. But the power 
for good evil is, Nietzsche, wasted for lack end, 
being, thinks, still without aim. him, 
‘the need turn away from the idealistic source evil, 
look the facts existence, and make what calls the 


Transvaluation all Values. For him, morality negates 


his hands, the moral life shorn independence, 
and subordinated biology, position whose statement its 
own condemnation. can take higher view Christ- 
ian morality than mere artifice which the poor 
blood and slavish spirit may acquire power. But that 
poor way describe the Christian Superman, who king 
among men moral virtue, spiritual power, and will suf- 
fer serve. 

this Human, All-Too-Human world there is, for him, 
nothing but Heraclitean and Bergsonian flux: the world 
desires and passions the only real world: the reality 
our impulses” is, for him, the only reality. Thus there is, 
for him, eternal ideal outside the flux, and will overpass 
the dominion good and evil. Says therefore: Only 
where there life there also will; not, however, Will 
Life, but teach thee Will Power!” This, 
have seen, the transvaluation all from moral- 
ity the non-morality purely natural will power 
the rather hazy and somewhat crazy Superman. This, be- 
cause the scale values now current is, Nietzsche, mean- 
ingless, and counted his good fortune” have dis- 


covered new valuation. teach the Nay all that makes 
weak, that exhausts.” teach the Yea all that strength- 
ens, that conserves force, that justifies the feeling force.” 
The virtue, self-renunciations, and compassions the past 
are all, for him, values the exhausted. But the 
tinguished soul,” who his present ideal, wholly self-cen- 
tered, full brutal egotism, and scornful love and sym- 
pathy. Nietzsche’s ethic one unconditional self-asser- 
tion, the fruit feeling, not reason. 

all his inveighings against morality, Nietzsche’s position 
illogical, for assuming what not entitled, from 
his standpoint, moral obligation exists 
fact, and carries with the obligation speak the truth, 
not deceive. admits that, “in disclaiming the will 
deceive, stand moral principle.” Yet poses 
immoralist, rejoicing emancipation from moral restrictions. 
love, not our neighbor, but the Overman the 
man the remote future enjoins. Well may, for 
precisely his present and positive strength that the su- 
periority the Christian Overman seen. the terrible 
disclosure history, thinks, that the exhausted have al- 
ways been confounded with the most abundant resources. 
The trouble that Nietzsche, his attitude impotent re- 
volt, does not see that his Overman himself the product 
that very naturalism which vainly hopes cure and check the 
maladies spiritual diseases, which has itself caused. 

Such naturalism too much and too blindly war with it- 
self able see any higher mode help deliverance 
than its own. takes the transvaluation all values too 
lightly, and therein shows lack depth; for the anciently ex- 
isting, and still unbroken, values, against which wages 
war, will not dissolved mere prophetic outpourings. 
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The transvaluation values always going on, wherever 
mankind really carrying true developmental process. 
But that something very different from finding new ob- 
jectivism erecting the merely personal and subjective valu- 
ation Nietzsche into Such new values 
and the will power” have evidenced far too little 
the unconditional worth necessary make them the goal 
all human striving, and the touchstone all evaluation. 
Did not the great and heroic spirit Nietzsche himself rise 
finely superior, the article death, his own enuncia- 
tion life the supreme good? Not life its quantity, 
but its quality, our good; not all sorts and conditions 
life are like worth. Yet death, “in the full expan- 
sion great soul,” phrases it, possible affirmation 
the value life, provided there sufficient faith the 
life beyond. The question is, Does Nietzsche’s system 
thought provide any sufficient basis for the maintenance 
such faith? 

There are points Nietzsche’s teaching with which one 
can largely sympathize. His lyrical quality wins for him 
sympathy which his philosophizing would never gain. And 
there are some trends with which one can agree, least 
says the narrowing, cramping limitations and defects 
specialists every hue and color, who are, that say, 
mere specialists, and nothing more. Rightly does say the 
characteristics all such are usually little 
those the great man. But specialism necessary, and its 
effects need not dulling chilling often repre- 
sented: specialism sometimes keenly conscious these 
tendencies and effects well the way escaping 
them. But Nietzsche carries his criticism scientific spe- 
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cialism degree that makes more amusing than 
and rather curious have science treated not less 
serious hindrance the realization ideal than 
religion is. arraigned the scientists, did the phi- 
losophers, for erecting world thought subjective con- 
ception, out the materials the real world. The only 
objective science, for him, that which sanctioned the 
sovereign self. this connection, his thought philosophi- 
cally crude. But, him, modern science the antithesis 
Christianity only kind false pretense, being itself 
the while really outcome Christianity. Again, Niet- 
zsche not far wrong his criticism Socialism, which 
abhors most pernicious. part his detestation 
the doctrine the equality all men: Nietzsche glorifies 
differences power, just Whitman, the other hand, rev- 
elled equality; but they are alike the naturalistic rise 
origin their ways thinking. 

With all his gifts and qualities, Nietzsche has deep and 
obvious defects. too tensional, restless, stressful: 
too self-tortured, and lacks serenity, peace, calm, beauty, 
harmony. His Overman, with his value-creating wisdom, 
mere visionary creation, although means unsug- 
gestive one; but his firm rejection all that savored emp- 
leveling process, his claim for free, moral determination, 
and his strong sense the value and the rights person- 
ality, bear within them certain real grounds for apprecia- 
tion. clear that much his teaching, 
inimical human progress the higher type, and that 
took life, any and every cost, the highest stand- 
ard should certainly bring about the degrada- 
tion life, historically judged. Indeed, the virility which 


exemplifies has too often recent years been confounded 
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with pure glorification pure brute force. 
little have his new values done for us, whatever his work 
may have done wholesome tonic sickly sentimentality. 
the same time, has been significant thinker for the 
history philosophy, one whose thoughts 
have had their influence reflected thinkers like James, 
Schiller, Mach, Simmel, Vaihinger, and many others. 

One may with Nietzsche one does with Schopen- 
hauer, take the elements inspiriting value for mental en- 
and spiritual more subtly felt than 
easily formulated discriminating for one’s 
left aside. For the world still too poor sources 
mental stimulus and spiritual enrichment for able 
let such writers and thinkers their way unheeded. 
Reason, insight, balance, breadth vision, and impartiality, 
will know how disentangle truth from Nietzschean error, 
and gather stimulus without being betrayed into false 
spirit, unwholesome tendency, the alluring utterances 
this uncommonly powerful individuality. Behind 
characteristic extravagances, such the saying, there 
were God, how should endure not there 
still interesting, but immature personality, engaged his 
own way with the deep problems life. The esoteric Niet- 
zsche might left speak for himself, without critical esti- 
mate any kind, but even the. world should little 
mystified the process, would not content, nor would 
well, that should let alone, without appreciation, 
comment, censure. This will not hinder every reader 
sufficient sympathy from extracting whatever personal 
message Nietzsche may carry for him. There cannot even 
harm making him touchstone test one’s own 


sonality. 
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ARTICLE VI. 


THE HISTORICAL CRITICISM THE 
PENTATEUCH. 


REPLY DR. ED. 


HAROLD WIENER, M.A., LL.B., LINCOLN’S INN, 


THE SAMARITAN PENT 


THE problem the relationship the Samaritan Penta- 
teuch the and the Massoretic text has been discussed 
the Expositor for September, 1911, pages 200-219, 
and pages 219-235 The Pentateuchal Text: Reply 
Dr. Skinner,” which has now been republished price 
which puts everybody’s reach. Since these were written, 
the first part Von Gall’s new edition the Samaritan 
Pentateuch has been published,? and glance few chap- 
ters the apparatus shows how insignificant are the varia- 
tions the Samaritan MSS. among themselves and how 
little any fresh edition can affect the problem. only 
necessary add that Von Gall’s work touches two 
ways. writes: Die Rede von dem einen Archetypus, 
auf den alle Handschriften Grund zuriickgehen, 
ich weder fiir den jiidischen noch fiir den samaritanischen 


the first part this see Bibliotheca Sacra, October, 
1914, pp. 

Pentateuch der Samaritaner herausgegeben von 
August Freiherrn Von Gall, Erster Teil, Prolegomena und Genesis. 
Giessen: 1914. 


Text unbedingt mehr aufrecht Die Handschrif- 
ten beider Synagogen sind erst das Produkt einer Entwick- 
lung, die erst spaten Mittelalter abschloss. erklart sich 
wohl auch die Tatsache, dass wir sozusagen keine jiidi- 
schen und samaritanischen Handschriften aus dem ersten 
christlichen Jahrtausend haben” (p. And tells 
(pp. f.) that Petermann’s collection variants 
ganz wertlos,” because the Samaritan whom gave the 
task entering the variants Jewish text omitted note 
some hundreds readings. Hence arguments based 
Petermann’s omission record variants, e.g., Genesis vii. 
lose all force. 

After had written the foregoing paragraph, 
volume The Divine Names Genesis” came into 
hands, containing additional note (pp. 276-281) 
article the Expositor for 1911. the really 
important points had urged makes mention, and 
has not had opportunity answering the section the 
subject reply him, which only appeared America 
April, 1914. had said that arguments were partiy 
quantitative and partly qualitative.” attributed the greater 
weight the qualitative part argument, and this 
Skinner says word. still think the more important, 
entirely different connection page Their rela- 
tions must ultimately determined characteristic read- 
ings whose inherent value can estimated, and whose lin- 
eage can traced, with some assurance that are not deal- 
tracing the lin- 


ing-merely with accidental coincidences.’ 
eage the readings our earliest authorities there can 
course question, and therefore this qualification in- 
applicable the particular matter which have applied it. 
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But the characteristic readings are found, and when 
point some them writer Skinner’s views ought not 
neglect them utterly. 

quantitative argument was less important itself, and 
seemed require less emphasis, because anticipated 
from perusal current commentaries that there would 
serious effort dispute the fact that the agreement 
Sam with M.T. greater than that the LXX with 
either. This has been readily conceded Skinner 
passage reprinted page 127 his book. 

was necessary for give some illustration it, 
chose some passages random, and view the proba- 
bility that the point would readily conceded, contented 
myself with very short passages. these that his addi- 
tional note relates. 

says that his criticism is, already re- 
marked, entirely limited mistakes vitiate 
criticism. they fact did, contention would still 
untouched, for they were merely illustrations the less im- 
portant branch argument, and that has been freely 
conceded Skinner himself. But think has misunder- 
stood me. The second alleged mistake the more 
tant. holds that have not recognized the necessity 
showing the Hebrew the LXX intrinsically su- 
perior that M.T. and Sam” (p. Here has 
confused different things. This part argument was 
devoted showing not that the Hebrew the LXX was 
better, but that was more different, and therefore was 
not concerned with questions intrinsic superiority. The 
particular problem which mind was addressed was the 
mutual relationship the three texts. Which the three 
showed the greatest divergence from the other two? The 
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question relative excellence entirely 
tral readings —i.e. readings where there decisive supe- 
riority apparent either may important for the 
determination this question. 

For instance, from most points view makes not the 
slightest difference whether given chapter you speak 
house Israel” children Israel.” Possibly 
some future date may shown that one these 
phrases was specially characteristic particular period 
school thought, and was the more likely oust the other 
given epoch, and definite superiority may estab- 
lished. But till that has been done the readings are for most 
purposes neutral. When, however, have consider the 
relationship the three texts, the fact that two have the one 
reading while the third presents the other, material our 
inquiry, and answer say that superiority 
shown. the other hand, this would perfectly sound 
reply any attempt either the three texts one 


1To prevent misapprehension may say once that con- 
tention has always been that the Pentateuch ought treated 
like any other ancient book these matters, and that the best 
critical text possible ought constructed with the assistance 
all the available materials. the preface Essays 
Pentateuchal Criticism, which dated October, 1909, wrote: 
there the attitude adopted towards textual criticism. 
dealing with writings that have for many centuries depended 
MS. text, the first step must use all the available material 
with view ascertaining what the authors actually wrote. 
the case the Pentateuch this precaution has hitherto been neg- 
lected. The result that the present day Pentateuchal 
studies are conducted lines which would difficult 
find parallel any other field research. The lesson taught 
the history Astruc’s clue driven home other investiga- 
tions. number further instances where textual criticism 
that relies mainly the extant evidence able dispose 
century-old difficulties will found this volume (see especially 
pp. 114-138). Since was written have conducted some in- 


| 


Historical Criticism the Pentateuch. 


the other. The determination the mutual relationship 
one thing, the construction critical text quite an- 
other, and different considerations apply. But happens that 
the former task one which should properly take precedence 
the latter, and accordingly order approach and 
employ its discharge all means that are proper the end. 

The other alleged mistake that make too little allow- 
ance for the licence natural the work translation, and 
freely employed the LXX, such non-literal rendering, 
substitution synonyms, accommodation Greek idiom, 
adjustment forms and expressions the context, explan- 
atory additions, and on, but tend all cases assume 
divergent Hebrew” (p. 277). Skinner then endeavors 
this taking some verses Isaiah the Author- 
ized Version, and saying that principles they demand 
different hypothetical Hebrew some cases, and proceed- 


quiries which reaffirm the lesson, and hope continue ex- 
amination the critical case future numbers the Bibliotheca 
Sacra and elsewhere. far have gone, have found the 
evidence ever more favorable view that would attribute the 
narrative difficulties the Pentateuch not variety 
sources but the influences that normally operate every MS. 
text that assiduously copied. The only reasonable basis for 
scholarly work must scientific critical text, and the successful 
formation that text will possible only the principles im- 
partiality and economy conjecture are rigorously applied” (pp. 
have never budged from this position, and glad 
note that Professor Schmidt has now adopted it. writes: 
“Science not concerned about the maintenance any theory. 
Its most urgent demand upon its votaries this field present 
that methods textual criticism, least rigorous and exact 
those recognized and employed the elucidation other 
Biblical books, shall applied also the study the Penta- 
(Journal Biblical Literature, vol. xxxiii. [March, 1914] 
46). The whole Professor Schmidt’s article should 
studied those interested the subject. shows the worth- 
lessness Astruc’s clue and Skinner’s contentions, though can- 
not agree with him all his points. 
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ing reconstruct this. cannot better than quote his 
own comment this: Now quite true that Wiener 
allows words for the occurrence such divergences be- 
tween the Hebrew and the LXX; but practice does not 
carry the admission nearly far enough, and not think 
that what have said very seriously exaggerated carica- 
ture his (p. 278). 

Skinner’s own view his attempt caricature,” 
aggerated” “seriously exaggerated” very seriously 
exaggerated.” matter fact does not dispute 
principles, but claims that lax their application. 
think that before makes such charges might trouble 
read me. The first passage with which dealt was Genesis 
and noted verse that for LXX had 
this Skinner says: “Is Wiener prepared say that this 
necessarily presupposes wherever occurs,” etc. (p. 279). 
But Wiener had, fact, written page 209 the article 
discussion other seeming discrepancies again may 
due the translators, e.g. may quite well (though 
not certainly) have stood the Hebrew text from which the 
rendering was made.” Then the same verse have the 
omission This,” writes Skinner, one the com- 
monest things the and cites passages. “Are 
really suppose,” continues, all these cases the 
did not find the their original? And that the 
omission (here elsewhere) improves the text?” (p. 279). 
The question superiority, have already pointed out, 
was not germane inquiry, but had clearly stated 
page 208 that the word was missing also Hebrew MS. 
Rossi,” and page 209 that Rossi also quotes the 
Syriac the same effect.” have not looked see what 
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confirmation there may the omission the other pas- 
sages cited Skinner, because seems immaterial. 
This variant, and that all that mattered the 
question 


unnecessary through all the points detail. 
Thus Leviticus xvii. where, according Skinner (p. 
280), the LXX not necessarily imply different He- 
brew, its reading fact found Hebrew MSS., the 
Vulgate, Syriac, and Targum (Expositor, Sept. 1911, 

Skinner has, course, only picked out the instances that 
suited his purpose, omitting many matters which relied; 
and anybody who trusts this discussion his, for ac- 
count argument, will certainly misled. particular 


the other hand, should say that, view, may quite 
well that glossators frequently did insert order bring 
the original directness speech into accord with the taste 
more polished age. 

What the variant Hebrew? impossible answer this with 
certainty, because the Greek could stand for any one several 
Hebrew expressions. The point that does not represent our 
existing Hebrew. Nor the passages cited Skinner the 
least confirm his contention that the LXX are always loss 
when they come the Hebrew noun used here. Then says 
the same verse where the LXX has for the Hebrew 
that just possible that this represents Hebrew variant. 
impossible that should anything else, for trans!ators 
the caliber the LXX can reasonably credited with writing 
“into” for “from.” Then asks Ex. xvii. “me, 
sons, cattle”: “If the ‘our’ LXX, Vulg., Pesh, Targum for 
‘my’ had been original, how does Wiener explain the 
change sing. T.?” Without committing myself any 
view what was original think that the system abbrevi- 
ations which drawn attention (Oct., pp. 636 ff.) amply ex- 
plains the variation. Certainly Deut. xxxi. 16-21, where the 
LXX has plurals the Vulgate has the singular, not, here, the 
plural. the other hand, Num. xix. appear have attrib- 
uted the LXX oversight its reading verse 
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should note that the Deuteronomy xx. which 
accuses having passed over, were duly registered 
page 214 article. There one other point 
which must refer. says (p. 280) that give 
pression fallacious assumption which appears often 
his writings, that the shorter text always preferred,” 
and asks (ibid.) why the omission “and said” 
Exodus xvii. is, view, doubtless the correct text. 
have never maintained that the shorter text 
preferred. prefer when the additional words either add 
nothing the sense, water down the vigor the shorter 
text, amplify the text from some other passage, appar- 
ently represent attempt explain annotate the shorter 
text, appear accommodate the terse nervous style oral 
narrative the needs writing (and reading) age, 
represent alternative reading, any matter that would 
probably have come from marginal notes seem 
due dittography. not sure that even this catalogue 
exhaustive; but the points wish make are: that 
not prefer the shorter text without some stylistic 
other reason, and (b) that there are instances which pre- 
fer the longer text for some intrinsic superiority, because 
there appears have been omission through homoioteleu- 
ton. the same time think that frequent preference 
for the shorter text accordance with the facts Jewish 
psychology, textual history elsewhere, and the probabilities 
the case, and has the support the bulk modern textual 
opinion. will only cite one writer whose devotion the 
documentary theory above suspicion. “It probable,” 
writes Dr. Gray, “that the great majority cases 
reading depends the view taken the date which 
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the Pentateuch should regarded 
need scarcely pointed out that, for all critical 
purposes, the original text the only true basis, and that 
similar remark applies when desired use the Penta- 
teuch for the history the Mosaic period. the other 
hand, later comments may great interest for the his- 
tory thought, that the historical student concerned 
with these too, though from the point view entirely 
different period. 

Before passing away from this point would quote pas- 
sage from the Times Literary Supplement for July 1914, 
which, while written the text the New Testament, ap- 
true that scribes omit, the saut méme 
equally true that they make additions the text. The later 
MS. the New Testament is, the longer will the text 
which presents. can see the texts growing, century 
century. likely that have reversed their 
habits after the fifth century should have seldom expanded 
before and seldom omitted after? Then there were motives 
working with Biblical scribes which were absent the case 
those who copied classical authors. the Bible every 


his own peculiar standpoint continues: “It difficult 
draw sharp line between the latest editors (Ps), whose re- 
marks might regarded part the original work its final 
form, and the early scribes who transmitted the text the com- 
pleted work. The amplifications due these two classes are simi- 
lar, and the variants S[am] and G[reek] have been cited freely 
the Commentary that the student may the better appreciate 
what extent these (for the most part) minor changes were be- 
ing made late the third century B.C., H[eb] well, though 
not frequently, and S[am].” Dr. Gray in- 
cluded the Vulgate his survey could scarcely have main- 
lained this view. think that the idea dividing into three 
independent lines glossators—Samaritan, Egyptian, and Pales- 
tinian will cause much innocent amusement. 


word was precious and inspired; was not safe omit any- 
even reference the Old Testament, parallel 
passage from another Gospel, the most trifling marginal 
gloss, might after all part the sacred text (we have seen 
lectionary note introduced into the middle argument 
the Epistle the Romans), and would wiser re- 
tain such; this would also lead expansion.” 

There always danger investigations this kind that 
the obvious may overlooked and further reflection induced 
the variations the Vulgate the ritual legislation has 
convinced that this has happened the case the Samar- 
itan Pentateuch. Accordingly now prepared 
little further than did previous articles, and adduce 
fresh grounds for conclusion that the basis which was ed- 
ited the Samaritans was copy belonging the same recen- 
sion the ancestor the Massoretic text, not the same 
recension the Hebrew the LXX. there been 
controversy the relationship the different texts, the 
obvious course would have been taken drawing the nat- 
ural inferences from the narrative Josephus. The Samar- 
itan schism was led two Manasseh, the son and 
brother Jewish high priests, and his father-in-law, Sanbal- 
lat the Cuthean. The story told Josephus, Antiquities, 
xi. 302-324; and think that anybody coming with 
fresh mind and knowledge the European controversy 
would draw the inference that, Manasseh had anything 
with the Samaritan Pentateuch, would have worked 
copy the recension that was use the Temple Je- 
rusalem his own day, and that especially all matters 
ritual his new edition would have been identical with that 
which served the Temple manual except for such changes 
might for making the Samaritan sanctuary 
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appear Here are the extracts from Josephus which 
lead this inference, and ask readers perusing them 
consider what would have been the natural course for Ma- 
nasseh take the circumstances. 


But the elders Jerusalem being very uneasy that 
the brother Jaddua the high priest, though married for- 
eigner, should partner with him the high priesthood, quar- 
relled with they commanded Manasseh 
divorce his wife, not approach the altar, (309) the high 
priest himself joining with the people their indignation against 
his brother, and driving him away from the altar. Whereupon 
Manasseh came his father-in-law, Sanballat, and told him, That 
‘although loved his daughter Nicaso, yet was not willing 
deprived his sacerdotal dignity her account, which was 
the principal dignity their nation, and always continued the 
same (310) And then Sanballat promised him not only 
preserve him the honour his priesthood, but procure for 
him the power and dignity high priest, and would make him 
governor all the places himself now ruled, would keep 
his daughter for his wife. also told him farther, that would 
build him temple like that Jerusalem, upon Mount Gerizzim, 
which the highest all the mountains that are Samaria 
Manasseh was elevated with these promises, and stayed 
with Sanballat, upon supposal that should gain high priest- 
312 But there was now great disturbance among the 
people Jerusalem, because many those priests and Levites 
were entangled’ such for they all revolted Manasseh, 
and Sanballat afforded them money, and divided among them land 
for tillage, and habitations also, and all this order every way 
gratify his son-in-law. 822 when Alexander had received 
him kindly, Sanballat thereupon took courage, and spake him 
about his present affair. told him, That ‘he had son-in-law, 
Manasseh, who was brother the high priest Jaddua: and that 
there were many others his own nation, now with him, that 
were desirous have temple the same places subject him; 
(323) that would for the King’s advantage have the 
strength the Jews divided into two parts, lest when the nation 
one mind, and united, upon any attempt for innovation, 
proves troublesome kings, had formerly proved the kings 
(324) Whereupon Alexander gave Sanballat leave 
do, who used the utmost diligence, and built the temple, and made 
Manasseh the priest, and deemed great reward, that his daugh- 
ter’s children should have that (Whiston’s translation). 


that passage there could but one natural view, viz, 
that Manasseh, the son and brother high priests, who was 
the habit ministering the altar Jerusalem, and 
coveted high priesthood similar that which was the great- 
cst dignity his nation, proceeded, mutandis, in- 
stitute replica the Temple service, and that used for 
this purpose copy the Temple recension the Book 
the Law which contained the priests’ manual, i.e. the manual 
regulating the very services that himself had been 
the habit performing before his apostasy. The object 
the schismatics was clearly institute the family 
Manasseh high priesthood parallel all respects that 
Jerusalem. This view strongly confirmed compar- 
ison the Samaritan and Massoretic texts with the Septu- 
agint and Vulgate. the last section saw that the 
ritual legislation especially, the Vulgate often represented 
very much simpler text than Heb-Sam: and that glossators 
had apparently commented very extensively 
That natural the case the Temple manual, for there 
would obviously overwhelming interest the elucida- 
tion the ritual which the priesthood were called upon 
administer. There would not the same incentive com- 
ment and explain these sections outside the Temple, and 
accordingly the Vulgate and the original LXX often present 
with simpler texts. Further, this explains why the ritual 
iegislation much more heavily glossed than the jural laws 
Exodus xxi. ff. The latter were naturally less imme- 
diate practical interest the priesthood the second temple. 
also accounts for the incorporation Heb-Sam num- 
ber glosses favorable the interests the Jerusalem 
priesthood that are lacking Septuagintal authorities. More- 
over, “all who have done any textual work the Pentateuch 
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practice that the text that most unlike the Masso- 
retic the Septuagint and that the great majority its 
divergencies the Samaritan supports M.T.” (Expositor, Sept. 
1911, 201). Then there are the recensional differences, 
enormous the case the LXX, very considerable the 
case the Vulgate, which Sam supports M.T. with great 
fidelity. All these considerations make certain that the 
Samaritan Pentateuch is, fact, founded copy the 
recension use the Temple the time the Samaritan 
schism. 

The resemblances between Sam and LXX (such they 
are) may attributed five causes: (1) the time the 
schism the minute Massoretic rules for the preservation 
the text had not yet come into force, and consequently there 
would greater variations small matters (extending per- 
haps some cases word two) between different 
copies the same recension than was the case later: (2) 
some the divergencies are due subsequent deteriora- 
tion the M.T., e.g. probably Dodanim for Rodanim 
Genesis (3) the Jewish interpretation and intellectual 
currents the day probably affected both the editors 
the Samaritan and the translators the LXX (or the 
scribes who had copied the Hebrew original and its an- 
cestors), e.g. substituting “sixth” for “seventh” 
Genesis ii. (4) some coincidences would due accident, 
view ease with which certain the Hebrew letters 
could confused, and the probability independent 
glossing smoothing difficult passages the same lines 
(5) the mixing Greek texts due the existence trans- 
lation the Samaritan (of which some fragments have lately 
been recovered) and the work Origen and others. 
the other hand, the other differences between Sam and M.T. 


i 
q 


will due the editing Sam, and deterioration the 
Samaritan text subsequently the schism, and probably 
some cases, Genesis (where M.T. has angel” 
and Sam scribal alterations the Jewish texts. 

What there place against this view? Nothing all, 
except theory constructed Gesenius the use 
faulty method which nobody even Skinner, who has 
contention twice (in his Expositor articles and 
tured defend. criticism this method was quoted 
the Expositor pages The Pentateuchal 
and need not repeated here, for Skinner and the 
other followers Gesenius are content let the case 
default. 


THE CRITICAL VALUE THE SEPTUAGINT. 


the foregoing section have seen that, Von Gall’s 
opinion, the text the the Massoretic 
was not completed till the later Middle Ages, and 
that this accounts for the late date all MSS. this 
may add Kennicott’s testimony: Experientia quoque sumus 
edocti, MStos Hebraicos, quo sunt vetustiores, magis 
textu Heb. hodierno discrepare.” The evidence the Nash 
papyrus and the Karaite fragment Exodus edited 
Hoerning his Karaite MSS. the British cer- 
tainly confirms this, and have seen that many thousands 
letters have been destroyed and inserted even single 
Hebrew MS. Kennicott’s for the purpose bringing 
into line with the Massoretic text. may also recalled 
that very numerous readings the ancient versions reccive 
support from individual MSS. that have not been brought 


into complete accord with that Consequently, when 
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(Moderne Pentateuchkritik, 28) objects the con- 
duct Dahse and myself emphasizing the superior an- 
the LXX that any Hebrew MS., not 
making strong point thinks. late MS. may con- 
tain early form text, but early MS. cannot contain 
any corruptions that are later than its own date (except 
form which would betray alteration its original text). Dr. 
Swete the Greek (2d ed.), 434) 
writes: “As the oldest version the Hebrew Bible, the Sep- 
tuagint claims especial attention from Old Testament schol- 
ars. represents text and, some extent, interpreta- 
tion earlier than any which can obtained from other 
sources.” Now the passage impugned runs fol- 
lows: after time happens that perplexing phe- 
nomena the Massoretic text can explained with supreme 
ease the natural processes textual corruption, and the 
Versions very many cases come the rescue. this 
must added the fact that the transiation the Septuagint 
much older than the earliest known Hebrew MS. 
means certain that the ultimate judgment specialists 
will favor the Massoretic Pentateuch against the Septuagin- 
tal. the contrary, recent investigations lead incline 
the opinion that the long run the latter may shown 

have general superiority. What certain, both from 
Versions and extant Hebrew variants, Masso- 
retic text merely one recension out many that were cur- 
rent one time another (Pentateuchal Studies, pp. f.). 
adhere every word that, and need only add that the 
probable history the text leads think that the 
Pentateuch the LXX may hereafter shown have gen- 
eral superiority some respects, and the Massoretic text 


others. 
Vol. LXXII. No. 285. 


q 

| 

. 


Historical Criticism the Pentateuch. Jan. 


next points the fact that, certain cases, the 
LXX undoubtedly has inferior text, e.g. “sixth” day for 
the time God’s completing his work (Gen. 
2), transcendentalization, etc. all this heartily con- 
cur. Certain currents thought, theological and other, 
helped mold the text the LXX; and wheresoever they 
are work historical textual criticism will course dis- 
count them. the other hand, think that the same con- 
sideration should applied when the difference between the 
LXX and the Massoretic text such show more tran- 
scendental conception God the latter than the former. 
Take, for example, Exodus xxxiii. 18. The Hebrew has 
Shew me, pray thee, thy But Bah(o)r Sah read 
which far better agreement with 
verse 20. What inference are draw from such read- 
ing? Similarly, verse the Hebrew has make 
know, pray thee, thy but the LXX again has thy- 
Are say all such cases that the M.T. 
preferred through thick and thin, are infer that 
the tendency transcendentalize has affected sometimes the 
one text, sometimes the other, and sometimes (as the case 
the alteration the scribes Gen. xviii. 22) both 
view what will follow later, iay stress one partic- 
ular instance the transcendentalizing tendency which 
relies here and elsewhere. ‘God’ changed into 
‘angel’ (Ps. viii. 6a, the Hellenistic translation 
shared the idealisation and transcendentalisation which 
made themselves felt Jewish theology with respect the 
conception God” (p. 28; cp. his remarks 22). 
Exodus iv. 24, T., Symmachus, and Theodotion have the 
Tetragrammaton, but Aquila reads God while the 

1See infra, pp. 
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uumber Greek witnesses have gone the length actually 
making only ‘an (p. 46). What are say 
when meet with similar phenomena Genesis? one 
text gives “angel the Lord” God,” while an- 
other gives God” Lord,” and some Greek witnesses 
have only, are pin our faith the text that 


“ec 


talizing tendency, even the God” text happens 
our Massoretic Genesis 

Lastly, Konig draws attention the fact that the LXX 
sometimes substitutes easier smoother expressions for the 
Hebrew. Without stopping discuss details may say that 
general agreement with this view, and consider that 
this another factor that must discounted textual 
criticism. 

Konig then (pp. 29-31) proceeds range over the opin- 
ions number writers with regard various books. 
None these refer the Pentateuch, which admittedly the 
oldest and best part the LXX, that they could have 
ielevance they were all weighty and But 
nothing the sort can said. Thus Baudissin quoted 
for the statement that the LXX translator Ezekiel was 
influenced definjte principles the rendering gillulim” 
(p. 30). Doubtless this true; but how could that affect 
the value the Septuagintal text say 
nothing the Pentateuch—as whole? The opinion 
quoted from Procksch the Greek Joshua directly con- 
tradicted the most recent investigation—that 
Holmes Joshua: The Hebrew and Greek Texts.” And 

infra, pp. 144f. 
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(p. 29). pertinent refer Professor Smith’s 
vigorous and successful reply (Samuel, pp. 395 ff.). And 
opinions could quoted the other 

the other hand, the fact that tie LXX was the Bible 
the Egyptian Jews, and subsequently the early church, 
more important than Konig allows. proves that was 
text good repute and authority those days, and 
course Konig himself has never stooped their methods. 
Thus Skinner (Divine Names, 290) writes: tremble 
think what the effect more conservative friends would 
they were told that the text the Old Testament 
into liquidation for indefinite period, and will not ob- 
tain its discharge till has been rewritten word word.” 
pleasant able allay his tremors referring him 
Studies,” which Skinner can quite safely put 
the hands his more conservative friends. The fact 
that our materials for amending the Bible text, for the most 
part, resolve themselves into two classes, consisting respec- 
tively (1) our Bible, and (2) the Bibles former days 
(some which, such the Vulgate and texts the LXX, 
are still the Bibles other people). Conservatives are con- 
sequently not all likely alarmed the probable result. 

That, then, the case that makes against the Septu- 
agint; but though heads this division the book, In- 
vestigation the text-critical authority the LXX and 
other forms the T., particularly respect the names 
God,” really contents himself with enumerating few 
considerations any kind, and none any cogency, sup- 


See, e.g., Essays Pentateuchal Criticism, pp. Penta- 
teuchal Studies, pp. 128-137. 
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port the Greek text. have that his Einlei- 
tung” divides the textual material into water-tight com- 
partments, never considering the bearing his criticism 
the Massoretic text the value the and this radical 
fault method the bottom the discussion the 
Pentateuchkritik.” investigation the utili- 
version for textual criticism should take account all 
the known factors for and against, not merely few facts 
tendencies. 

the other considerations that make for caution the 
use the LXX must added the fact self-evident that 
one always danger omitting mention that every 
translation must necessarily contain some element para- 
phrase. This must discounted the use Version; 
and there will necessarily be, within certain limits, the im- 
possibility saying whether really had different Hebrew 
before it; and, so, what that Hebrew was. But experience 
and the evidence Hebrew MSS. and other authorities tend 
constantly reduce the margin uncertainty, though some 
must always remain. 

presenting the case for the value the LXX, 
first draw attention matter that too apt over- 
looked mean the great recensional differences between 
the Bibles Jerusalem and Alexandria the text the Law 
and the inferences that are drawn from them. need 
uot now repeat all the instances. sufficient refer 
the enormous differences the concluding chapters 
Exodus differences which are increased assumed, 
with some, that these chapters were altogether absent from 
the original the LXX, and were added later another 
Greek translator. that case have deal with three 

pp. 650-642. 
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main which omitted these chapters 
gether, second which presented them the form Heb- 
Sam, and third which reflected our Greek: but for 
the present purpose prepared limit myself two main 
recensions, Heb-Sam and LXX. What explanation can 
Konig offer these? far can see there are three 
possibilities only. must claim either (1) that the Egyp- 
tian Jews had copy the Law all till the LXX was 
made (about the first half the third century c.), when 
they obtained copy from Palestine; (2) that they had 
law, but abandoned for the purposes the Greek transla- 
tion favor Jerusalem copy; (3) that they had law 
Hebrew, and made their translation from copy 
elects either (1) (2) must explain (a) how came 
about that, having obtained copy the law that was already 
canonical Jerusalem and had been accurately followed 
the Samaritans earlier they proceeded knock 
about mercilessly these chapters Exodus, though they 
generally follow the Hebrew text with scrupulous fidelity; 
and (b) how that find the Nash papyrus exhibiting 
text that Deuteronomy agrees closely with the LXX, 
and differs widely from T., circulating Hebrew some 


four centuries later. These are merely sample difficulties. 


They could increased with ease, but best leave the 
matter so, order that the recensional question (which Konig 
has altogether ignored) may stand out bold outline. 

Then must bear mind the facts reviewed sections 
above (Oct., pp. 630 ff.) —the support the Chronicler, the 
Samaritan MSS., and versions for Septuagintal readings, the 


known alteration the Massoretic text through theological 

(and others) 432 B.c., about cen- 
tury and half earlier; according Skinner and others circa 330 
B.c., about half century earlier. 
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and other tendencies, the intrinsic superiority many its 
readings where (with without the support other 
ancient authorities) presents unintelligible inferior text, 
the known tendency Hebrew MSS. abbreviate, with the 
consequent liability error, the absence adequate vowel 
system Hebrew making the further deterioration the 
pronunciation the consonantal text both easy 
able. The various forms Septuagintal text are valuable 
for the detection all the normal sources corruption which 
operate MS. texts glossing, homoioteleuton, haplography, 
dittography, erroneous vocalization, mistakes due the sys- 
tem abbreviations, errors due misreading 
total partial obliteration letters through damage 
bad writing, etc. But the work the last few years has con- 
vinced that they are also valuable exposing certain tend- 
encies which have operated the text. refer (1) relig- 
ious and intellectual tendencies (on which, cp. Oct., pp. 639 
and infra, pp. 108 ff.); (2) glosses importing system 
chronology that was absent from the earliest text (see Pen- 
tateuchal Studies, pp. f.) and other chronological and nu- 
merical tendencies cit., 22: Essays, pp. 155-169) 
(3) interpretations the Law the light history, which 
appear have found their way into the Hebrew text (see 
especially Pentateuchal Studies, pp. (4) interpre- 
tations and glosses that are due the feelings more pol- 
ished and softer age cit., pp. 23-25; supra, 89); (5) 
glosses due the especial interest the Temple priesthood 
the study and practice the ritual (Oct., pp. 649-661 infra, 
pp. 109 

Before passing away from this, very difficult passage 
claim some attention, for throws fresh light the 
way which the LXX may utilized. Genesis xvi. 
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f., Heb-Sam make Hagar say: Have even hither looked 
after him that seeth me,” and call the well Beerlahairoi (cp. 
xxiv. 62; xxv. 11). has been conjectured that hither 
corruption The LXX and Vulgate also 
have mutilated texts, but the former not identical with Heb- 
Sam, and the interpretation given the latter tells curious 
tale textual history. The LXX has Lat 
Eth because,” Eth omitting because she 
lit. face saw (him) that was seen 
(appeared to) verse she calls the well, according 
ov: xxiv. 62; xxv. 11, the well called 
opacews (Eth omits the former passage). turn 
the Vulgate get striking confirmation the originality 
the word xvi. 13, for renders Profecto hic vidi 
posteriora videntis say, Jerome read Heb- 
Sam, but understood perfectly that the the He- 
brew meant Exodus xxxiii. 23, not after.” 
Clearly has been substituted for under the influence 
that verse. there trace the LXX, nor 
the Hai (living) the name the well any one the 
three passages. Has come from Exodus 20? 
corruption face? Then will noticed that the 
LXX has “him that appeared me” verse 13, and 
“whose face saw” verse 14. The Greek text verse 
syntactically impossible. think clear that the text 
mutilated, and that originally the passage told Hagar’s see- 
ing the face some Baal. recover the exact original 
impossible, but its general sense clear enough. 

Thus some cases both the LXX and the Massoretic text 
may mutilated forms the original which has suffered 
through some religious theory, but such cases the 
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parison the two may put the track the 
will seen hereafter (infra, 147, n.) that believe this 
have happened the case Exodus xxiv. 10, with the para- 
doxical result turning into striking anthropomorphism 
passage that originally avoided any such meaning. 


SOME INFERIOR READINGS THE MASSORETIC TEXT. 


Enough has been said the preceding sections prove 
beyond all doubt that the inerrancy the Massoretic text 
cannot sustained, that can frequently corrected from 
other ancient authorities, that has suffered from all the 
possible sources MS. decay, including very heavy glossing 
and deliberate alteration the interest particular theories. 
this section propose give one two additional in- 
stances the way which the versions sometimes assist 
obtain better text, and cite few other readings that 
seem special importance from the point view 
the textual history. 

The first word Numbers xvi. hopelessly 
And (he) took.” Thus get And Korah took,” 
which makes sense. turn the versions get 
help, but should noted that the LXX expresses 
There modern conjecture And (he) but this 
obviously wrong view the beginning verse and 
they arose.” But Hexaplar note tells that the ancient 
authority known “the Hebrew” had 
ie. read renders the same Hebrew verb 
the same Greek verb Deuteronomy xvii. 13. Accordingly 
this reading should adopted here, and should translate 
“And Korah became presumptuqus.” The meaning the 
word that and expresses Korah’s attitude 
very graphically. will observed that the corruption 
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single letter would give reading that might treated 
abbreviation the Hebrew the LXX. The sense ob- 
tained admirable and fits the context but mod- 
ern commentator could possibly have divined the original text 
from the corruption. 

The next instance better known. Genesis iv. 
has And Cain said Abel his brother,” without giving his 
speech. The Samaritan LXX and Syriac add 
the field,” undoubtedly rightly. The Vulgate has “Let 
and has some support from the Targum Jonathan,” 
“come and let Many MSS. and editions the 
Massoretic text have blank. The passage important 
showing that here the Massoretic text worse than any 
these versions, that the injury must have been late, and that 
some single MS. must have exercised very great influence 
the formation the text, for can hardly supposed that 
large number independently underwent damage affecting the 
same two words. 

There another example this absolute “said” the 
Massoretic text. Exodus xix. reads “and Moses went 
down the people and said said does not 
appear, and the narrative immediately continues And God 
spake,” etc. Corruption generally admitted, but the solu- 
tion actually suggested one the authorities not sus- 
pected. The Wiirzburg palimpsest the Old Latin reads 
follows: Des[c]endit autem Moyses populum 
castris adplicuit montem.” considering this 


reading must course first turn verse seems 
have run somewhat follows the Old Latin: [et ed] 


uxit Moyses [populum ob] viam Deo [ex castris 
[sub monte]. Verse this version does 
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not seem mere repetition 19, but rather inde- 
pendent rendering from the Greek. That both verses cannot 
original certain. the Old Latin correct, the 
earlier verse must due transposition, and perhaps 
some the following verses were misplaced with it. There 
much evidence transpositions elsewhere that can- 
not once reject the possibility—particularly having regard 
the fact that the Massoretic verse cannot stand is. 
must therefore examine the matter further. Can any 
plausible ground suggested for transposition? think 
can. The scribes who would not tolerate narrative which 
the Lord stood before Abraham would hardly likely 
leave untouched text which the Lord descended and 
waited while the people were brought from the camp; and 
there has been transposition the Latin may represent the 
last stage the change the text. that case the present 
position will have been determined (1) the mention the 
people being the camp (ver. 16), and (2) the desire 
place this before verse (God’s descent). This too would 
limit the amount the narrative transposed, which cannot 
exceed verses 17-19. try the effect removing these, 
find (1) that verse exceedingly inappropriate its 
present position, for Moses spake and God answered him 
with leads nothing; (2) that its new position 
this the introduction the Decalogue and makes excellent 
sense; (3) xx. appears refer back these verses, es- 
pecially if, with the LXX, read the singular the 
for the plural voices” (R. 

This leads the examination verse 13, when the trum- 
pet soundeth long they shall come the mount.” These 
words absolutely contradict the whole context. there 
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one thing which the chapter insists, that they are not 
come the mount during the theophany, pain 
immediate death, and the preceding part the verse has 
laid stress this, “no hand shall touch him, but shall 
surely stoned, shot through; whether beast man, 
shall not live.” Consequently the Massoretic text cannot 
sustained. But here the LXX comes the rescue, and 
again its reading instructive. When acx ptd, 


‘ 


Arm Syr “and the voices [i.e. and 
the trumpets and the cloud depart from the mount they shall 
upon the mount.” Whether all those words should 


questionable, but seems quite clear that the crux the 


matter lies the Massoretic text having treated ab- 


breviation for natural error when word for trum- 
pet followed “on the departure of.” 
course some other words may have fallen out T., but 
that the substantial cause the difficulty. noteworthy 
that Theodotion, the Syriac, and Targum read the correct 
word here, though not the Samaritan, Aquila, and Sym- 
machus. may added that perusal the notes this 
chapter Kittel’s Biblia Hebraica would give the reader 
bad opportunity seeing brief compass the effect 
some the tendencies that have operated the various texts 
alike Massoretic and versional for many inferior read- 
ings are here quoted from ancient authorities well some 
that assist correcting 

have seen that the Biblical text was altered out re- 
ligious motives, Ishbaal, for example, being changed into Ish- 
bosheth. There passage the Pentateuch that has fallen 
under suspicion. Exodus viii. (26) read for 
shall sacrifice the abomination the Egyptians the Lord 
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cur God: lo, shall sacrifice the abomination the Egyp- 
tians before their eyes, and will they not stone us?” The rep- 
etition shall sacrifice the abomination the Egyp- 
once suggests that the text conflate, but not 
that point primarily that desire draw attention. Pro- 
fessor Smith puts the difficulty the following words: 
“The puzzling expression Ex. viii. 26, shall sac- 
rifice the abomination the Egyptians,’ may show that the 
author knew Egyptian worship bulls and rams, for 
these were the sacrificial animals Israel. Did perhaps 
write, shall sacrifice the gods the This 
would best suit the context, and zealous scribe might readily 
substitute the word that better expressed his own feelings 
(Old Testament History [1903] 59, The Vulgate cer- 
tainly confirms this view, and the same time appears 
back intermediate text, which seems give clue 
the conflation. has abominationes enim im- 
molabimus Domino Deo nostro: quodsi mactaverimus 
colunt coram eis,” etc. Obviously Moses did not re- 
fer the objects Egyptian worship abominations 
speaking Pharaoh: equally did not one moment 
call them and the next “ea que 
The original text probably had “lo, shall sacrifice that 
which the Egyptians worship before their eyes.” This was 
first glossed commentator with for shall sacrifice 
the abomination the Egyptians.” The note made its way 
into the text and gave Jerome’s reading, which was finally 
altered into the Massoretic text. 

Another class variants suggests that some the glosses 
that have found their way mto the Massoretic text directly 
represent interpretations that found favor with the priesthood 
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the Temple. The whole history till the end the exile 
shows that, from the death Moses onwards, the priest- 
hood was Levitical. have discussed this matter length 
Pentateuchal Studies,” and cannot now recapitulate the 
long chapter that deals with Priests and (pp. 231- 
286). But the point which desire draw attention 


gloss which 


that Deuteronomy xviii. the 
was absent from the original text, and still lacking some. 
Septuagintal authorities (op. cit., pp. 252 f.). The gloss 
erroneous, and the variant which omits has the support 
all history before the return from the Exile. Yet easy 
see how such gloss would become part the Temple 
text. Similarly Deuteronomy xii. have glosses that 
have entirely obscured the original meaning the Law. 
believe that that chapter was originally very much shorter 
and clearer than can said present, and has grown 
through interpretation alike bulk and difficulty: but 
wish draw attention only some fairly late 
glosses that are exposed the LXX. The Law deals quite 
clearly with vegetable tithes verses ff., but verses 
ing from the LXX, being inserted (under the asterisk) 
Thdt-codd and some other MSS. There very con- 
siderable confusion the Septuagintal texts this verse, and 
this appears due the fact that there was once shorter 
text enumerating only Your burnt offerings and your gifts” 
(so 46) and that this has been more less brought into 
accordance with the Massoretic text different recensions and 
codices. may added that even the Massoretic text 
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omitting before 
phrase late gloss. 


tithes” shows that the latter 


The case similar with your peace verses 
11. the first-named verse the word misplaced 
the Old Latin, omitted with much else and also 
other but, already remarked, the variations that 
verse suggest that the original LXX had very much shorter 
text. 

RIVAL VIEWS THE TEXTUAL HISTORY. 

are now position weigh the theories the his- 
tory the text, and see whether they afford any ground for 
resisting the contentions that have been advanced textual 
critics with regard the Divine appellations Genesis and 
the documentary theory. Konig claims that there were two 
main periods the history the text: (1) that its com- 


position, during which alterations were made: and (2) that 


transmission, during which the text was transmitted unal- 
tered, new matter being incorporated marginal notes. 


text first sight looks like the homoiote- 
leuton, but further study shows that this not so. reads “and 
shall bring thither your burnt offerings and your freewill of- 
ferings (?), the firstlings your cattle and your flocks.” The 
word queried and the fact that the text original 
all the other MSS.—so that whether the word 
here means offerings” (as ver. 17) the 
text has different origin from that the other MSS. The 
support the Old Latin, which merely inserts hostias vestras et, 
another proof the same thing. That B’s text original, and 
not due corruption the individual MS., clear from the words 
reappearing different points the conflate readings presented 
this verse Lefijkt-va, Arm Boh Eth and Note 
too that omits “and” before “the firstlings.” this has the 
support yha, Mab, ejsvz fir qu. 


— 
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holds that the case the Pentateuch the first period ended 
444 

That alterations were not made the text after 444 
thesis that cannot for one instant sustained the light 
the facts set out the last five sections. Let take but 
one more instance editorial activity. How comes it, that 
the patriarchal chronology found three different 
versions,— Massoretic, Samaritan, and Septuagintal? Will 
Konig really maintain that when these changes were made the 


writes 12: “Aber trotz der zweifellosen Stabilitiit, die 
fiir die Vererbung des Textes durch die oben vorgeleg- 
ten Proben von beweisenden Materialien festgestellt worden ist, 
kénnten doch die Gottesnamen eine Beute der geworden 
sein, wie solche mebr als einem Stadium der Geschichte des hebrai- 
schen Textes nachweislich eingetreten ist. dieser Geschichte 
sind betreffs der des alttestamentlichen Wortlauts 
wesentlich zwei Stadien von einander erstens 
die Zeit bis zum Abschluss der Entstehung des A.T., also mit Ein- 
schluss der zum Teil fraglichen Schlussredaktion, Sammlung und 
grundlegenden Kanonisierung, zweitens die Zeit der Weiterverer- 
bung des entstandenen oder zum Abschluss gekommenen Auch 
der letzteren Hauptperiode wechselte tibrigens noch eine doppelte 
Art des zum Texte, insofern man noch 
Rande Korrekturen oder des konsonantischen Wort- 
lautes anbrachte und dann die Punktation hinzufiigte, spa- 
ter das Gesetz der des Textes aufgestellt wurde, 
wenn auch praktisch nicht ausnahmslos beim Abschreiben durch- 
wurde. jener ersteren Hauptperiode war also die geis- 
tige Stellung Israels zum Buchstaben seiner alten Literatur eine 
viel freiere als zweiten Dies ergibt 
sich beispielsweise schon aus dem Faktum, dass Israel sich 
einstmals nicht scheute, sogar Grundgesetz des Dekalogs Varia- 
tionen vorzunehmen, und wie diese verschiedenen Phasen der Text- 
weiter meiner Einleitung, ff, und 
78-85 untersucht worden sind.” Then pp. emphasizes 
the fact that “die Hauptsache” that the alteration the Tet- 
ragrammaton into “noch der Periode der Entste- 
hung und Sammlung des Schrifttums geschehen ist, 
dass man kein Recht hat, sich auf diesen Vorgang 
wenn sich die Schicksale der Gottesnamen Schriften han- 
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portions Genesis affected must still have existed separ- 
ate documents,” and that the Book Genesis must still have 
been the process coming into (p. 15). The 
Samaritans could and did change the text freely, even 
own view. That course does not prove that the 
Jews did. But what the changes the scribes and the 
other alterations enumerated his Einleitung, discussed above 
(Oct., pp. 632, 639 And what the enormous dif- 
ferences the LXX and the Nash papyrus? Are they due 
alteration the common basis Heb-Sam recen- 


delt, die, wie das Gesetz, seit 444 als anerkannt 
waren, und wenn die Schicksale der Gottesnamen spateren Zei- 
ten tiberhaupt Frage stehen. Dieser Unterschied ist von 
Lagarde tibersehen worden, als den von Dahse (Textkritische 
usw., 46) zitierten Satz schrieb: Von 444 bis Jesu Tode muss 
sich der Teil der jiidischen Theologie entwickelt haben, welcher 
sich mit den Namen Gottes Erstens ist dieses ‘muss’ 
unbewiesen, soweit nicht oben von mir Beweise dafiir aus Chronika, 
Psalter, Daniel, Qoheleth beigebracht worden sind. und zweitens 
ist bis auf den Erweis des Gegenteils behaupten, dass die 
Chronika (um Chr.) und den anderen erwahnten Partien 
des erwiesene Stellung der Judenschaft den Gottesnamen 
sich nur bezug auf die noch Entstehen begriffenen Schriften, 
also nicht bezug auf das Gesetzbuch hat. Ebenso ist 
jener Unterschied, wie von Eerdmans (vgl. dagegen schon Hol- 
zinger ZATW 1911, 51), auch von Dahse schon 
worden, dass jenen Satz Lagardes mit Zustim- 
mung wiederholte (Textkritische usw., 46) und spatere 
jiidische Hande eine der Gottesnamen Texte des Pen- 
continues: “Denn erstens muss diese des 
Textes nicht tiberall sich geltend gemacht haben, und zweitens ist 
das Gesetzbuch wahrscheinlicherweise mit kon- 
servativerem Geiste behandelt worden, als andere Teile des A.T. 
(s. jeden Fall aber haben die, welche meinen, dass 
den Abschnitten der Genesis die Gottesnamen noch 
Texte worden seien, folgendes Dann miissten 
diese Teile der Genesis zur Zeit dieser eben noch als 
gesonderte Urkunden existiert haben und das Buch der Genesis 
noch Entstehen begriffen gewesen sein.” 
Vol. LXXII. No. 
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sion that dates from before the Samaritan schism? And what 
the Vulgate with its great differences from the Massoretic 
text? another place (p. 32) Konig lays stress the 
judgment the great authority (des grossen Kenners) 
Jerome.” was not satisfied with emending the Vetus 
Latina the Psalter from the Hexapla Roman- 
and Psalterium Gallicanum). set himself the ideal 
aim also making translation from the Hebrew text the 
How comes that his Hebraica veritas differs 
largely from the Massoretic text and often for the better? 
And what the innumerable passages which the other 
younger versions give better readings than Heb-Sam? 
How will all this fit with Konig’s theory? how can 
explain the fact that the last eleven chapters Genesis 
the Tetragrammaton occurs once only (in xlix. 18) the 
Massoretic text, spite the fact that large sections this 

asked what Konig’s judgment date based, 
the answer that relies partly the Samaritan Penta- 
teuch and partly 81) the contention that the 
change must have taken place before the time the replacing 
the Tetragrammaton Elohim. This, thinks, began 
from the time the composition Chronicles, which fixes 
circa 300. With the evidence the Samaritan 
have dealt. The other consideration, even sound, would 
too slight place against the overwhelming mass read- 
ings almost every chapter Genesis that tell against his 
view. But cannot fact supported. For one thing 
any tendency that direction may have been neutralized, for 
some purposes any rate, when the habit commonly pro- 
nouncing the Tetragrammaton was renounced favor 
Adonai. While the sacred Name appears have been used 
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some ‘extent the Temple services even the last, for 
ordinary purposes had been replaced Adonai. When did 
that happen? According Blau the Jewish Encyclopedia, 
Jacob (Im Namen Gottes, 167) for several reasons assigns 
the disuse the pronunciation the Tetragrammaton and 
the substitution Adonai the later decades the Baby- 
lonian Exile. One thing certain. can made prob- 
able that the use the Divine appellations Heb-Sam has 
been influenced any point any theological other cur- 
rents thought, presumption will arise that these currents 
operated before the separation these two texts. 

There another point which should pressed this con- 
nection. The last eleven chapters Genesis present with 
the Tetragrammaton xlix. only. Otherwise its place 
throughout taken Elohim the Massoretic and Samaritan 
texts. Here then probably have instance the replac- 
ing the Tetragrammaton Elohim before the Samaritan 
schism. Yet cannot said that this change occurred be- 
fore the supposititious documents were combined. 

For myself think that probably current discussions the 
question the disuse the Tetragrammaton tend err 
through regarding single act what was long-continued 
process with many stages. From the Babylonian exile 
the fall the Temple period extending over half mil- 
lennium. seems that there will have been different 
phases thought some extent different tendencies—dur- 
ing that time. “It may well be,” writes Blau (Jewish En- 
utterance the name, that such reluctance first arose 
foreign, and hence unclean’ land, very possibly, there- 
fore, Babylonia.” should probably distinguish various 
processes which may have become operative different times 
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e.g. (@) avoidance the utterance the Tetragrammaton 
foreign land; preference for Elohim new books; (c) 
substitution adonai for the pronunciation the Tetra- 
(d) insertion the Tetragrammaton glosses 
and new texts when the pronunciation adonai had become cur- 
rent; refusal utter the Tetragrammaton except when 
the people were worship the Temple with strangers 
present. 

there anything this view, and must admitted 
that the change from universal utterance the Tetragram- 
maton entire disuse its pronunciation cannot have 
about suddenly, reasoning falls the ground. 
may then see the concluding chapters Genesis evidence 
the reluctance the scribes, days before the pronuncia- 
tion adonai had been adopted reading the Scriptures, 
allow Joseph and the members his family utter the Tet- 
ragrammaton Egyptian soil, and account this way for 
the textual and the other hand may attri- 
bute glosses that introduce the word into the Egyptian chap- 
ters Exodus the period when this motive did not operate 
Tetragrammaton abroad not being entertained, through the 
adoption the pronunciation adonai, possibly through 
feeling that during the period when Egypt was the scene 
great and miraculous assertions the Divine power the nor- 
mal view ceased apply (cf. infra, pp. 136 f., where the read- 
ing which makes Ex. viii. (22) emphatic assertion 


that Israel’s God the Lord Egypt discussed). 

may also the for the frequent preference for 
Elohim the LXX and Syriac. Scribes outside Palestine remov- 
ing baal from Hebrew texts would tend use before the 
pronunciation adonai came into vogue where within Palestine they 
might tend the Tetragrammaton. 
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his Divine Names Genesis,” Skinner has put for- 
ward view the textual history that forms the backbone 
his case. official text has existed since the middle the 
second century the Christian era (p. 24). With perhaps 
the partial exception the so-called Targum Jonathan, all 
the versions other than the LXX age either 
contemporary with later than the fixation the re- 
ceptus which now possess. Hence, might expected, 
their divergence from our present Hebrew slight; and 
only where they lend each other mutual support, 
agree with LXX Sam., that any value whatever attaches 
their variant (p. 136). the time when the 
Vulgate was produced, “the Massoretic recension had been 
for 250 years—long enough for many mistakes 
have crept into MSS. derived from single archetype. 
Hence divergence the Vulgate, unless commends itself 
its intrinsic superiority, corroborated textual evi- 
dence, can never take behind the sources the T.” 
(pp. 144 f.). Origen and Lucian knew other text than 
this Skinner especially emphatic (pp. 244 
f.). Traveling backwards, the agreement with 
Hebrew which the LXX also belongs, 
while pages 133 derived from the canonical text 
Palestinian Judaism.” With regard the LXX, addition 
representing unofficial Hebrew recension page 114 
and elsewhere, page 131 derived from less authen- 
tic source than the official Palestinian text the and 
pages 165 represents best Alexandrian recen- 
sion whose text was certainly not transmitted with the same 
scrupulous fidelity that 

That Skinner’s ideas the subject are not self-consistent 


q 
q 
4 
4 
4 
i 
{ 
4 
\ 
f 
; i 
4 
q 


118 Historical Criticism the Pentateuch. Jan. 


obvious. have dealt with his view the Samaritan 
pages 219-235 reply him, and supra, pp. 83-96, and 
with this theory the Vulgate, Oct., pp. 642-664. The nu- 
merous instances which readings one more versions 
can used correct the Massoretic text, the support given 
readings later versions Hebrew MSS., the evidence 
the Nash papyrus and non-Massoretic Hebrew are all 
irreconcilable conflict with his theory. remains test 
his views the Hebrew influences that have been operative 
the Septuagint since its first translation. not 
the case that readings can found which back He- 
brew different alike from and the original the LXX? 
not the case that the Hebrew used Origen, Lu- 
cian, and other editors was identical with T.? ob- 
vious that different Hebrew readings may due either 
sporadic correction systematic editing. 

will first quote Skinner’s remarks: may mentioned 
passing that Dahse tries show that the Hebrew used 
Origen differed one two instances from our Massoretic 
text. the difference could proved several cases, 
would certainly important fact; but would not prove 
that Origen’s Hebrew text was independent the Masso- 
retic. might only mean that relied carelessly writ- 
ten MS. that text. That followed recension different 
from the Massoretic, even text materially variance with 
it, position which not think any authority the LXX 
would maintain. 


‘ 


leave the expression carelessly written,” because Dahse 
his Reply (p. 492) makes the object sarcastic remarks. 
would have been better say (p. 66, 
“In the first place have always held that the Greek version 


the Pentateuch (note the restriction!) originated 
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single translation made once for (except perhaps Exod. 
xxxv.— the third century and propagated 
Greek MSS. without (so far know) systematic revision 
till the third century Sporadic emendation accord- 
ance with the Hebrew must have taken place before the latter 
and conceivable that the Hebrew text employed for 
this purpose may have differed both from the and from 
the Hebrew the original LXX. Whether any such cases 
apart from such rare and hypothetical cases, follows from 
what have said that wherever recension the 
LXX presents undoubted Hebrew variant from MT, that 
must accepted the reading the Hebrew text which 
ror method, whenever interesting variant found the 
LXX text, fly once the assumption special He- 
brew recension without least exhausting the possibility that 
original (pp. 241 f.). With regard Dahse’s as- 
-sumption separate Hebrew originals writes: does 
not mean fresh translation, but only systematic correction af- 
ter Hebrew text, reply that all the data has hitherto 
published are insufficient show the use for that purpose 
any Hebrew text except the T.” (p. 243). The second 
which determines attitude the LXX problem 
the conviction that the Hebrew text employed Origen and 
Lucian for the correction the LXX was the 
earlier Greek version which followed Origen 
this, suppose, has never been questioned save Dahse. 
Nor, far aware, does any other opinion prevail 
among authoritative scholars regard Lucian” (p. 244). 
Dahse can produce few unambiguous instances 
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the Pentateuch where reading any recension the LXX 
goes back Hebrew original differing both from 
and from the basis the LXX, shall acknowledge that 
views the LXX are untenable. Meanwhile, certainly 
not stand alone when say that nothing short the most 
searching and comprehensive induction such Dahse has 
not yet attempted will suffice establish dependence 
Origen Lucian another Hebrew than the T.” (p. 
245). right add that Skinner probably intends 
limit these views the Pentateuch (see his note 241). 
Certainly Swete (Introduction the Greek (2d 
edition), 441) represents the views competent critics 
when writes that the textual critic “has before him 
many contexts choice readings which represent plural- 
ity Hebrew archetypes.” 

propose show that Swete’s dictum true the Pen- 
tateuch, and that there are readings our Greek MSS. and 
groups MSS. which back Hebrew originals other 
than the the original the LXX. Reference may 
first made Num. xv. (discussed Oct., pp. 657-661). 
The text and the Syro-hexaplar represents Origen, but 
and represent two divergent Hebrew originals, not one, 
and either them the original then the other 
something different, while the original lacked all that 
missing either, are confronted with three non-Masso- 
retic Hebrew archetypes, only one which can have been the 
original the LXX. Moreover, the readings Arm and 
Eth verse 14, backed the Vulgate, show further dis- 
crepancy. Some these differences may due sporadic 
correcting the original LXX from the Hebrew, but the 
general characteristics are such exclude the no- 
tion sporadic correction its case. 
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The following instances are taken from Studies the 


Septuagintal Texts Leviticus,” which appeared the 
LIOTHECA SACRA, July, January, 1914 (the pages are 
given parentheses). considering their bearing 
must remember that the MSS. representing Origen’s text are 
well known, that there generally difficulty deter- 
mining his reading. When therefore find him agreeing 
with the ordinary and some non-Hexaplar group like 
giving the Massoretic reading, must infer that 
Hebrew agreed with the original the LXX. Where there 
are two three readings sometimes see more than one 
non-Massoretic Hebrew archetype. Exodus xxxii. 
(July, have three Septuagintal readings their 
(=M.T.), “ears their wives and their daugh- 
ters (Sahidic, Latin, and some MSS.), ears their wives” 
(several MSS., including some important groups, Arm-ed and 


read and Eusebius only, get thee down thence speed- 
with the words different orders, has the support the 
Sahidic Bohairic Latin and Ethiopic and most 
therefore pre-Hexaplar, but Barnabas and Greek citation 
Origen show that thee down speedily,” found 
and fi, also therefore, have two 
Hebrew non-Massoretic readings. Leviticus iii. (July, 
513) the Hexaplar and Massoretic sons Aaron,” 
the Old Latin adds priest,” and almost all the MSS. 
“the another instance two non-Massoretic He- 
brew readings perhaps two different ways reading non- 
Massoretic Hebrew archetypes. vii. (LXX (ibid., 
pp. 515, 520), “with cakes unleavened Origen 
lacked but supplied ejsvz Arm dpt 
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‘ ‘ 


all other 
Septuagintal authorities (including the Hexaplar texts). 
may course that the LXX did not here differ from 
T., but only used the different word but any case good 


evidence revision from Hebrew text. vii. 
(ibid., 524) ejsz and have Mount” for the wil- 
derness all other Septuagintal texts, including Origen. 
(Oct., 670) the Armenian and its allies are closer 
than the Hexaplar authorities, but must content 
myself with referring discussion that passage the 
BIBLIOTHECA SACRA, also what have said the even 
1914, number. Leviticus xxiv. Arm and give 
the singular for the plural all other Septuagintal authorities 
(Oct., pp. 671, xxvi. 14, dpt Arm Lat have 
which omitted most Septuagintal authorities, and 


‘ 


verse dpt and Lagarde’s Boh have and,” against 
the rest the LXX. 

This phenomenon makes its appearance the Divine ap- 
pellations Genesis, for there are passages where all 
the Septuagintal MSS. agree reading that non-Masso- 
retic, and xviii. non-Hexaplar group, bw, alone 
has the Massoretic reading against LXX and Vulgate. Thus 
10a LXX and probably Pesh have God” for 
xiii. 13, where has Lord,” the Old Latin 
(which pre-Hexaplar) appears agree with it, but 
Greek authority whatever; xv. LXX Syr 
mously read God” for Lord”; xvi. the LXX 
27, where the Vulgate and Syriac support it, and xxxi. 49b. 
xxxviii. 10a meet with the curious fact that the pre- 
Hexaplar Old Latin alone agrees with reading 
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“Lord,” while dnp which are certainly not Origen have 
“Lord God,” and all the other Septuagintal authorities read 
“God.” cannot see why such places should suppose 
that Origen had before him Hebrew text that was identical 
with the Massoretic, though many passages Jerome and the 
Syriac translators did not. Accordingly appears that 
Skinner’s theories the textual history cannot supported 
this matter either. 

Against these views set the following conception the his- 
tory the text being accordance with the known facts. 
Hebrew and Samaritan alike are descended from the recen- 
sion that was use the second Temple. This represented 
text with very humerous comments, ritual and other. But 
before the Samaritan schism there had already come into ex- 
istence numerous copies the Hebrew, which many cases 
antedated the Temple comments and alterations. these 
the most important for our purposes were the ancestor an- 
cestors the Egyptian texts, the first which presumably 
dates from the time Jeremiah, and the ancestor Jerome’s 
text, which belongs the Babylonian-Palestinian family, but 
many respects purer than T., though contains some 
corruptions from which the latter free. the same time, 
throughout the earlier period there was greater tendency 
for MSS. the same family vary, and hence later authori- 
ties have often preserved better readings where earlier wit- 
nesses had been affected many centuries previously some 
corruption that ultimately became widespread. Thus that 
may see the Vulgate, the Hebrew,” any other the 
later versions stepping forward from time time with 
original reading that has disappeared from and LXX. 

After the Samaritan schism the Temple text continued 
deteriorate. Nevertheless was the central text Judaism, 


124 Historical Criticism the Pentateuch. 


though formed and maintained non-critical principles, and 
there was tendency bring all other Jewish texts more 
less into conformity with it. This operated partly sporadic 
changes and partly systematic attempts, such the fixing 
the text the school the elaborate changes 
the scribes affecting certain passages, and the fresh renderings 
into Greek and other languages. 

some period the history this text (which was 
formed principles which are totally ignorant) 
single MS. must have acquired dominant authority other- 
wise how explain such reading that our Hebrew 
Genesis iv. But the task bringing all existing copies 
the Bible throughtout the wide Jewish diaspora into complete 
accord with single type text was impossible rapid ac- 
complishment when printing was unknown art. took 
centuries, and minor variations were inevitably made the 
official text during the process. Fortunately for there still 
survive MSS. (of which must hope have good modern 
collations some day) which contain large numbers variants. 
Still more fortunately Jerome worked Hebrew original 
which had often escaped the glosses the standard text with 
the result that his version frequently most valuable guide. 
Further, the process assimilating our witnesses 
single type was necessarily gradual and unequal, repeated- 
happens that many places one witness will preserve 
earlier reading against all others. The last massacre vari- 
ants only came with the final triumph the Massoretes. 
period the long history the transmission the text 
were the principles applied such would commend themselves 
scientific textual critic. This outline the history can 
filled further research which will able trace the 
stages better the examination innumerable agreements 
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and differences between the various authorities. The natural 


course textual transmission was modified from time time 


theological and other theories which swept across Jewry 


and left their marks the Biblical texts. 

could assign date the breaking off the Samari- 
tan Pentateuch would lend precision our views, but un- 
fortunately that impossible. The arguments for circa 330 
are stated Skinner (Divine Names, pp. 118-121), those for 
432 Konig (p. 18). The weight historical documents 
appears side, for the Elephantine papy- 
confirm the approximate date Sanballat that may de- 
duced from Nehemiah xiii., but the materials are too 
ing and uncertain for any definite conclusion. 

Such, outline, appears have been the history the text 
from the time when the stream transmission divided into 
the ancestors our present authorities. That the Pentateuch 
was repeatedly revised the process editors who 
remedy the trouble appears follow from the vari- 
ous facts which attention has been drawn notably the 
transpositions, the recensional differences between the differ- 
ent texts, the marks editing the numbers, and the traces 
the activities the scribes and Massoretes. The men who 
carried out these revisions were naturally inspired the ideas 
the periods which they lived, not the ideas the 
Mosaic age. Hence historical criticism confronted with 
the twofold task revising their labors and working back 
the best history that age which may now attainable 
and, the other hand, tracing the growth thought during 
the periods that have molded our text into its present shape 
and observing the marks which its successive waves have left 
the text. believe that this matter the Divine appella- 
tions form singularly favorable ground for study. 
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THE DIVINE APPELLATIONS GENESIS. 


Our long study the textual history has given 
necessary preliminary knowledge for dealing with the Divine 
appellations Genesis. has shown that the agreement 
the Massoretic and Samaritan texts bar questioning 
the soundness any particular reading, has put our 
guard against glossing, has taught the watch for 
the effects abbreviations, and has shown that theological 
tendencies kind particularly likely the trans- 
mission the Divine appellations have operated the vari- 
ous Biblical texts. the light all this turn once more 
the Divine appellations the Massoretic Genesis; and 
observe, first, that, take sort bird’s-eye view the 
book, shall see many things that would arouse the suspi- 
cions any impartial observer who comes with knowl- 
edge the textual history. The beginning and end the 
book are Elohistic. the last eleven chapters the Tetra- 
grammaton occurs only Genesis xlix. 18. this fact the 
documentary theorists can offer explanation whatsoever: 
for, their view, portions these chapters belong and 
have vainly searched Konig’s and Moderne 
Pentateuchkritik for any reference this phenomenon. Yet 
this reminds strongly the Elohistic Psalms and other 
phenomena, and will still more emphatically when 
consider the textual evidence. The Tetragrammaton used 
the most extraordinary places. scarcely possible that 
the narratives the chapters ii. should originally have 
used the Tetragrammaton frequently, for the ons they 
contain antedate its common use, and ambered 
confirm the general antiquity their contents. it, 
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word play demands Then come upon considerable 
passage (chaps. ii. and iii.) where both appellations occur to- 
gether Lord God the result conflation 
texts. The angel the Lord God, who was due the 
tendency transcendentalize when found him the LXX, 
makes repeated appearances (Gen. xvi. 21, 22, etc.). 

There are passages which suggest that the sacred Name 
was common use that God recognized throughout 
Canaan, though know, from the general tenor the book, 
that this was not so. xiii. find said that the men 
Sodom were sinners against the Lord (cp. xix.) but had 
they ever heard him that Name? xxv. Rebekah 
goes inquire the Lord. then shrine and 
priesthood? was indeed only the God Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob, and very limited extent their immedi- 
dependents? who regarded him the God master 
Abraham,” rather than God? least one passage 
have duplication Elohim where some other title appears 
plainly demanded, and angel” applied very inappro- 
priately God (Gen. f.). The Tetragrammaton 


again occurs passages where not suitable. Nothing 


could well more inappropriate than its use Genesis xvi. 
13, “she called the name that spake unto her thou 
art God.’” The proper name does not fill the blank aptly. 
What needed substantive with the article: the baal, 
adon, angel, god, man, the Once more the text ap- 
pears heavily glossed. therefore take general 
view the Massoretic text alone, apart from any other evi- 
dence any theory authorship, and regard should 


*Die Komposition der Genesis, But think Baal Bel 
better, for explains the second Babel, and (b) the mo- 
tive for its removal obvious, which not the case with el. 

op. cit., 43. 
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any other text, our first impression cannot favorable its 
claim present the original distribution the Divine appel- 
lations Genesis with substantial accuracy. 

Does the documentary theory explain the facts? The an- 
swer can only that pays not the slightest regard most 
the phenomena mentioned, and addition presents 
with fresh discrepancies and difficulties its own manufac- 
ture. need only refer pages and Es- 
says Pentateuchal Criticism,” for neither Skinner nor 
has met the points there raised. 

turn the textual evidence find, from compari- 
son the figures given and Skinner, that there 
are least 189 passages Genesis which have variants 
the Divihe appellations without counting all the omissions 
Pentateuchal Studies, pp. f.). The number impres- 
sive, but how far are the variants due better Hebrew texts? 

Here must pause for moment note certain misappre- 
hensions that affect Konig and Skinner. the first place, 
the printed Vulgate differs from the Massoretic text more fre- 
quently than either them believes. Konig (pp. f.) men- 
tions Genesis vi. (Deus) vii. xv. (Deus). 
Skinner (p. 262) adds iv. with query, and vi. and que- 
ries vii. The queries are due the facts set out Pope 
pages the Theological Quarterly for Octo- 
ber, 1913. But the inferences that Skinner (p. 285) draws 
from Pope’s article are unsound. Pope expressly limits his 
investigation the first eleven chapters Genesis. There 
are certainly numerous instances outside these chapters where 
the Vulgate printed differs from the text, e.g. 
xviii. (Deo with LXX, except bw) xxviii. (omits with 
Ethiopic) xxx. 22a (Dominus) 22b (omits with Chr 
170, xxx. (Deus, with LXX, and perhaps 
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Eth Chr 13). This list not exhaustive, think pre- 
mature examine the Vulgate readings carefully until the 
Benedictine materials are available, but suffices show how 
incomplete the data are. Further, Pope registers twelve omis- 
sions the eleven chapters. Skinner says (p. 285) that they 
“are not textual, but are incidents the But 
have seen (Oct., pp. 647 f.) that there often Hebrew 
and other support for Jerome’s omissions and, matter 
fact, the Vulgate omission supported the LXX 
108, and vi. Phil-codd. The omissions the 
Vulgate are many instances superior the readings other 
authorities. Thus viii. 21, has “the Lord smelt the 
savour and the Lord said,” Sah has Lord God 
smelt and God said,” the other Septuagintal authorities 
Lord God smelt and the Lord God while the Vul- 
gate reads “the Lord smelt and There can 
doubt that originally there was Divine appellation here, 
and that the Sahidic has preserved earlier Septuagintal 
text than the other authorities, though its reading more re- 
mote from that the original Hebrew than Jerome’s. 
Another misapprehension runs through discussion. 
has taken his basis the conspectus arguments given 
Dahse pages his Textkritische Materialien zur 
Hexateuchfrage, not realizing that Dahse there sum- 
marizing the work done the question before the appear- 


ance his volume and his own further contributions the 


subject pages 13-51. Hence constantly misunderstands 


Dahse, and misses the force remarks which the latter had 
Vol. No. 285. 


— 
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made reliance what had gone before either the Text- 


kritische some other book article 
which reference there made. therefore only necessary 
say that variant readings the Septuagintal authorities 
are frequently supported other versions Hebrew MSS., 
and refer support this proposition what has been 
set forth Pentateuchal Criticism,” Skinner’s 
tables his Divine Names,” and the facts stated above 
pp. 632-664). Hence certain that very large number 
the Septuagintal variants really represent divergent He- 
brew texts, and have seen from our studies the Vulgate 
that the same holds good there. The variants the Samari- 
tan Pentateuch and Hebrew MSS. are course Hebrew and 
nothing else, and Aquila too above suspicion. The Syriac 
supported vii. the Sam 601, 686, Arm-codd, 
xiii. and the LXX, xv. LXX and Vulg, 
xxii. 248. 601, xxix. the Georgian (and 
the conflate Lord God” i@r 1), xxx. LXX 
xxx. the Vulgate and LXX. When 
therefore find presenting unsupported readings xxii. 
and xxxi. 16b, need not question the accuracy the 

There are thus large number variants which back 
reputable Hebrew archetypes. Are any these superior 
the Massoretic text? When first dealt with this question, 
pointed the following instances preferable non-Masso- 
retic readings: Genesis iv. xvi. 11; xxx. 24. 27; 15; 
xiv. 22; xv. xxxi. 42, 53; Exodus iii. Genesis xxviii. 
(Essays, pp. f.), not iv. Skinner (Divine 

11(?) 24; iv. has additions which need not con- 


nor need its variant xiv. omits with 
and here generally recognized that the Lord” M.T. 


and haelohim Sam are glosses. 
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Names, apparently believes. have always held that 
that passage the reading the LXX was palpably inferior 
that the Massoretic text. these passages xiv. 
generally conceded. There has been controversy about xvi. 
11, but need only refer what have said pages 
263 The Pentateuchal Text.” now read Skinner’s 
“Divine Names”: “In xxxi. 42, 53, and probably also 
15, God used appellatively, and has nothing with 
our (p. this sentence conveys mean- 
ing whatever mind, unable say whether Skinner 
means that right about these passages not. xxxi. 
53, Kittel certainly rejects the phrase God their 


and Skinner writes: “probably marginal gloss 


(Genesis, 402, Phil. note), and page 399 says, God 
notes his commentary (following Gunkel) that such 
cases the ancient monotheist names all the names and attri- 
butes the God knows. Probably therefore his real mean- 
ing that cannot defend any one these pas- 
sages. This, the one hand, and Dahse’s reference the 
Samaritan, the other, strengthen the case for reading 
“Lord” with xlviii. 15, and making the three appella- 
tions “the God before whom fathers walked, the Lord 
who shepherded the King [so Sam] who redeemed 
me,” the change being due, Dahse has suggested, 
the desire remove title (Melech) that was used the 
name heathen deity. The reading “the God” for 
Lord could plausibly explained wrong resolution 
the abbreviation iv. xv. xxviii. 13, nobody has 
attempted answer me. these passages must now add 
xxviii. 20, where Skinner admits that Dahse right claim- 
ing that the Tetragrammaton was the original reading, and 
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xxxii. (9), where omit the Tetragrammaton, and 
Skinner (Divine Names, pp. 155, 232) thinks that Dahse per- 
haps right. addition must remember that Skinner 
his commentary rejects the Massoretic reading xxii. 
(see Pentateuchal Studies, 55). Therefore there are 
rumber passages which the Massoretic reading has been 
successfully challenged, and they include instances which 
the Tetragrammaton has wrongly found its way into the 
Massoretic text, and others which has been ousted fa- 
vor Elohim. That say that both the tendencies the 
tendency for Elohim and that for the Tetragrammaton have 
actually operated our Hebrew text, and the only question 
left the earlier stages the controversy how much this 
has happened. This important. 

Skinner has, however, admitted much more. footnote 
allow for the extraordinary concentration the differences 
the earlier chapters There can manner 
doubt that these chapters the divergences are numerous 
that the analysis would altogether impossible held 
only those readings established which are common 
LXX and T., and the analysis depended the names 
alone. the other hand, the argument is, course, all the 
stronger regards the later chapters, where the proportion 
one curious and inexplicable circumstance which may 
mentioned here for what worth. The double name 
occurs almost exclusively chaps. ii—x. Now 
these readings must have arisen most cases ‘through 


conflation, and therefore, are not and dis- 

any similar word occurred the original text these chapters, in- 
dependent scribal alterations might give rise different readings, 
resulting ultimately 


{ 
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count them (i. suppose the have preserved 
the original names) find that the proportionate occurrences 
LXX variants are pretty evenly distributed over 
the whole book, although still considerably higher the early 
chapters than the There are several points this: 
(1) influenced concentration differences; that 
matter which will have our further discussion: 
(2) admits that God” must have arisen most 
cases through conflation: (3) assumes that such cases 
right: and (4) admits that not, the anal- 
ysis far depends the Names alone would 
altogether impossible. cannot see what justification there 
have already pointed number other instances where 
think the Vulgate right; but further think that where 
Heb-Sam are one side and Vulg the other, with con- 
flation some all the Septuagintal authorities, there 
vi. the great majority Vulgate MSS. 14, 73, 130 
Hil have Deus,” which clearly Jerome’s reading, 
has Lord,” and the rest the Septuagintal authori- 
ties have Lord God,” and vi. Vulg have 
while the other Septuagintal authorities have Lord 
God.” seems clear that both these cases there 
were two Hebrew readings. Then, step further, 
find that vi. the Tetragrammaton occurs four 
times the Massoretic text, but never the Vulgate, and 
that verse codices Philo omit the word altogether with 


the Vulgate, while the bulk the Septuagintal authorities 

Schmidt (Journal Biblical Literature, vol. xxxiii. pp. 
47) concludes that wrong twenty passages chapters fi. 
and alone! 
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have “God,” and verse the Bohairic Or-lat Cyr-ed 
omit with the Vulgate, Sah omits the whole phrase, and most 
the Septuagintal authorities again have think 
that both verses the original text had Divine appellations 
all, and that later glossing responsible for our present 
readings. 


this point right that should state the conclusions 
which have been led the discussions the last few 
years and the present investigation. What wanted 
key that will fit all the wards historical, psychological, tex- 
tual our lock without forcing. Such key found 
historical textual criticism. have seen that great 
tendency gloss was continuously work Biblical texts, 
and that disposes number our difficulties. The tend- 
ency transcendentalize accounts for further large number 
readings. And have learnt that the scribes, order 
safeguard the conception the unity God, removed 
from the text Divine such origi- 
nally only meant Lord and were freely applied Israel’s God, 
but could interpreted heathen polytheistic sense. 
believe that this responsible for very large number 
variants, different scribes having altered the word which 
they took objection differently. Then have note the 
tendency abbreviate and the wrong resolution 
tions. Where was used abbreviation for 
and Elohim, was easy substitute the wrong word; and 
cases where had been introduced, the scribes 
would apt alter the Tetragrammaton. Thus God 


hath added might written hath added,” read “Adon 
1Dahse (Textkritische Materialien I., 78) calls attention 

interesting example xx. where Eth read 
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hath,” and later altered our Massoretic reading. 
ly, the objection the utterance the Tetragrammaton 
foreign soil would determine the readings Heb-Sam 
number passages the concluding chapters Genesis 
(utterances Joseph, etc.) and the readings 
xxxi. This last principle is, however, subject two 
three qualifications. There were passages (e. Gen. 
Ex. f.) where the Tetragrammaton could not avoided 
other words the objection was neutralized higher 
considerations. Again, not all foreign lands seem have been 
the same level this respect. objection seems 
have been felt the case Egypt before the separation 
Sam, but have been less regarded the case 


Laban’s home, the wrongful identification which with 


Mesopotamia may not have taken place until after the Samari- 


tan Syria was too near and closely connected with 
Palestine regarded the same light Egypt and Baby- 
lonia. later probably when the Tetragrammaton 
was pronounced adonai different view seems have been 
taken, and the various texts Exodus point the introduc- 
tion the Name glossators Egyptian narratives. 

working this view out will well begin consid- 
ering certain facts about the words Adon and Baal. Adon 
means may read “my lord” 
according the vowel Whether Adonai 
say. reading such passages xx. difficult not 
feel that Adon” would fit extremely well, and may 


the question the position Aram-naharaim, see The Ori- 
gin the Pentateuch, pp. 

Adonai appears pointing due the desire distinguish 
the word when used God from its secular meaning. 
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well that the word Adon occurred frequently the orig- 
inal text Genesis. 

have already considered Genesis xlviii. Dahse 
(Textkritische Materialien I., 9), discussing 
suggested that the reading might Kodexeigentiim- 
lichkeit,” Exodus viii. (22). careful examination 
that passage will carry good deal further. have 
the following readings 

T.: that the Lord the midst the land. 

Palestinian Aramaic Or-gr; that Kurios the 
Kurios (i.e. Adon possibly Baal) all the land. 

that Kurios Kurios all the land. 

Aya, dpt qub,: that Kurios the God all 
the land. 

rell Eth Syr: that Kurios ail Syr omit: 
‘in the midst of’) the land. 

gives the reading but with attribution 
the name the 

seems impossible doubt that the secondary. 
Compared with the Greek reading, feeble 
tual. But the Greek reading involves Adon Baal prob- 
ably the former, which seems the more suitable. 

Adon, used the God Israel, has been allowed stand 


1See supra, 131. 

Ps. xii. (xi.)5 “another” for Symmachus uses for 
the verb Isa. liv. and Aquila Jer. 32. Job viii. 
occurs for Theodotion and perhaps Symmachus, 
pointing the same verb again letter having been transposed). 
This note therefore does not help decide definitely between 
baal and adon, but greatly reinforces the evidence for one the 
other Ex. viii. 18. The reading “God” Ay, will due 
having been read e/ohe instead 
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Psalm the Malachi iii. and the Adon 
lowed the Tetragrammaton Exodus xxiii. 17, ete. 
therefore impossible claim this word that there was 
any strong religious objection for continuous period 
time. Its use Tammuz some other deity may possibly 
have led its avoidance some epoch, but the system 
abbreviations made specially liable confusion with the 
commoner and, the other hand, the substitution 
the pronunciation adonai for the Tetragrammaton would 
easily lead confusion between the latter and adoni or, 
abbreviated writing, adon. very probable that the 
word has often disappeared from the Biblical text. the 
other hand, the case Baal the scribes would have had 
the choice between retaining the word that they feared might 
lead idolatry and had any case come regard blas- 
phemous, and altering the text. must remembered that 
ihe substitution shameful was impossible such 
contexts. any case clear that one the other has 
dropped out. 

now come the word Baal. means “lord” mas- 
ter,” and was Divine title frequently applied the God 
after the conquest, proved the proper names. 
Ishbaal, etc. have seen that the scribes substituted bo- 
the name Bealiah, Lord Baal.” some time Hosea 
ii. (16 f.), Thou shalt more call Baal, for 
will remove the names the Baalim from her mouth, and 
they shall longer remembered their names (so LXX: 
was turned into textual canon and enforced 
the text. usual say that this use Baal 
was connected with led religious syncretism after the 
tribes entered Canaan; but, for part, fail see why 


| | 
q 
| 
q 
| 


138 Historical Criticism the Pentateuch. 


the title should not have been use —and with similar re- 
when the patriarchs were the same country. That 
Abraham worshiped the Lord sufficiently clear: ap- 
plied the Baal not clear that this would not 
lead syncretism. surely improbable that these phe- 
nomena appeared the period after the conquest, they would 
totally absent from the patriarchal period, when the fami- 
lies lacked the powerful religious and historical forces that 
had been generated the events Egypt and the wilder- 
ness, and the conquest. Curiously enough Skinner (Genesis, 
288, xvi. f.) believes that process syncret- 
ism the original numen the well had come regarded 
particular local manifestation the 

There are thus strong historical and psychological proba- 
bilities that Baal appeared the archetype our present texts 
the Pentateuch. these must added other considera- 
tions. Genesis xlvi. 21; Numbers xxvi. 38; Chronicles 
viii. find the name Ashbal. has been plausibly con- 
jectured that this corruption Ishbaal. xxxv. 
said unto his household and all that were with him, 
Put away the strange gods that are among you and let 
Lord Adon Baal] who answered me,” etc. 
household—or some them—worshiped strange gods, which 
was certainly not remarkable the case Laban’s daughters 
and handmaids. Did they then speak only the God Is- 
rael when they named their children? Skinner has written 
book some 300 pages called The Divine Names Gene- 
sis,” page which contends that the divine names 
are remarkably stable element the text,” while page 
106 they have replaced But before had discovered 


“the original numen the well,” see infra, 145, 
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either that the existing names were remarkably stable ele- 
ment the text that they replaced wrote com- 
mentary which gave expression third, and venture 
think sounder, view. claims (Genesis, 386) that 
the original name Leah’s first born was Reubel, Jo- 
sephus (and the Syriac), and writes The only plausible 
explanation the etymology that based the form 
and that for the divine name 
also the only plausible explanation the 
textual phenomena here and many other passages, for the 
Syriac and Georgian have God,” not Lord,” and have 
the conflate Lord God.” word, our present texts are 
the results two independent scribal substitutions Lord 
for Baal. Why Skinner, after explaining that Baal 
had replaced Genesis xxix. 32, goes say that 
“there therefore not the slightest ground for ques- 
tioning the correctness the Massoretic reading” (Divine 
Names, 109) beyond me. the Massoretic text re- 
places the original, must mean Skinner that 
faithfully represents the alteration scribe, and that sense 
true. Another scribe made different alteration, and 
his text equally Skinner’s sense. But must 
obvious that the earlier text had Baal, are not deal- 
ing with that represented God the Tetragram- 
maton. Further there was objection the word Baal be- 
fore the scribes put particular interpretation the passage 
Hosea, and this was certainly not before the age Hosea 
and probably not till long after. Thus Skinner’s 
text neither original nor early. 

Leah, however, worshiped yet another strange god. 
xxx. she says “with Gad.” Skinner (ad loc.) writes: 
“Gad the name Aramzan and Phoenician god 


140 Historical Criticism the Pentateuch. 


tion the word used appellatively With Luck. probable, 
however, that earlier time was current the sense 


‘ 


an: she says with Gad”: Gad was god: ad- 
mittedly she worshiped strange gods (xxxv. 2): many cen- 
turies after her time Gad was still worshiped, the passage 
Isaiah (Ixv. 11) speaking table being laid for him. The 
only natural inference that she regarded Gad god, and 
spoke accordingly. One wonders whether 
Isaiah Ixv. 11— where Gad god and nothing 
earlier than the time Leah the 

are therefore justified holding that the original text 
Genesis contained the expression Baal applied sometimes 
the God Israel, sometimes other deities, who, 
later process syncretism scribal alterations, were iden- 
tified with him—and that wherever the word occurred 
was altered the scribes. many cases the alteration was 
differently made different texts—one substituting 
Elohim and another the Tetragrammaton with the result 
that enormous mass variants arose. Perhaps Baal was 
not the only term removed, and any case Adon was prob- 
ably more commonly used the original will once 
seen that this view explains ictu the mass variants 
Genesis and other passages, the use the Tetragram- 
maton the earlier chapters, the difficulties about Sodom 
(including the versional variants and the differences the 
between the Amos iv. 11; Isa. xiii. 19; Jer. 
40, and the Tetragrammaton Deut. xxix. (23), 
becca’s oracle and many another passage, particularly the 


Balaam narratives. 
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Before turning the detailed consideration the textual 
one other matter must noticed. 

passage already cited, Skinner states the effect pro- 
duced his mind the concentration variants Genesis 
have examined for the ‘purpose seeing 
whether the Tetragrammaton introduced there any tex- 
tual authorities. The results are very instructive. Elohim, 
have counted aright, occurs times the Massoretic 
text that passage. There are, have seen, number 
omissions some the authorities, which suggest that 
some the instances are due glossators; but what about 
the introduction Lord”? never occurs the Samari- 
tan, the Vulgate, the Syriac, any Hebrew, Greek 
MS. The only occurrences registered the larger Cam- 
bridge Septuagint are follows Boh prefixes Lord,” 
Philo quotes twice, and one the two quotations 
“Lord” prefixed, verse quoted Eusebius seven 
times, and one case out seven substitutes Lord” for 
the case Philo the mistake may have been 
the transmission his work; but, that may, this 
appears about the natural proportion diver- 
gences where there sufficient cause through alteration 
the text, etc. (Compare results cases Leviticus, Expo- 
sitor, Sept. 1911, 210, quoted The Pentateuchal Text,” 
251.) Similarly iii. where Elohim clearly right, 
24, viii. xxiv. and other passages, variants (other 
than those that suggest glossing) are non-existent, negligi- 
ble, else easily explicable. These facts only throw into 


clearer relief the phenomena are now study. 

have seen that, with the exception single verse, the 
last eleven chapters Genesis are purely Elohistic 
There is, however, one chapter where have great con- 
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centration variants. chapter xlv. meet with the fol- 
lowing facts:— verse (“E”) Elohim 128, 155 
Deus. That striking collection, and suggests that the chap- 
ter has been edited with Elohistic tendency. anything, 
there gain substituting the Tetragrammaton these 
with the Old Latin. all these passages the word emi- 
nently place. believe that was altered the days when 
the feeling grew that the Tetragrammaton should not 
uttered foreign soil, and that consequently should re- 
gard original all four places. will seen that this 
view once explains the peculiarity the last eleven chap- 
ters Genesis and the concurrence Heb-Sam these 
fits exactly with what have seen the tex- 
tual history, and thoroughly accords with the history Jew- 
ish theological thought. This principle may explain almost 
all the peculiarities the use the Divine appellations 
these chapters, and the early date its application would ac- 
count for the small number variants preserved our ex- 
Jacob some member his family foreign soil xli. 51, 
52; xliv. (i* 11, 20, 21; 19, 20, 24, 
25. the other instances xl. and xli. clearly right, 
since Egyptians are involved the conversation. 
the word appears gloss, being omitted and 
18, Georg and misplaced Arm Chr, that 
apparently the implied subject the verb was Joseph.. 


already seen the reason for the change 15. 
may also have bearing the criticism the Psalms. 
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Tetragrammaton will then have escaped alteration xlix. 
only probably because was hesitated apply the princi- 
ple the blessing Jacob. 

Vulg occisus the subject was orig- 
inally unexpressed, verse 10b. verse 10a and 
Lat have Lord,” Lord God,” the other Septuagintal 
texts course quite possible that the original 
reading was baal.” 

Passing over mere omissions and working backwards, 
find that the next passage where have group suspicious 
looking variants xxxv. 1b-5 for Chr 
have “the Lord” and Cyr for Eus 
Chr have the Lord” and Lord,” for Elohim 
Cyr have This certainly strange, especially when 
remember the stress that Skinner and his allies lay the 
probability Greek scribes’ preferring “God” 
(though personally not hold with this opinion) and 
the view that always deserves attention possi- 
ble indication Hebrew variant. impossible ar- 
rive any certain conclusion the matter, but not 
improbable that the original text here had Here again 
may point the sudden concentration variants. 

11, one seeth the face 189 has 
the Tetragrammaton. Clearly such case 
would have preferred Elohim the personal name, but this 
and many other difficulties about seeing the face super- 
natural being would eliminated suppose that origi- 
nally the text had some such word baal.” 

Similarly, with xxxii. 30b where the Old Latin has 
“Lord” for but has “the face God” for 
“God face face.” 
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group angel passages are best treated together. 
have seen (supra, pp. f.) the tendency transcendentalize 
operating the text Exodus iv. 24, where M.T. has 
examine the textual facts number passages Genesis. 

xvi. the Massoretic text, supported Sam Vulg and 
all the Septuagintal authorities (except Spec-ed Dei), makes 
Hagar call the name the Lord who spoke with her. The 
Tetragrammaton used beyond the shadow doubt. 
wrong here, there end all documentary theories 
and much else; but, fact, the unanimity our textual au- 
thorities seems show that there was time when the narra- 
tive made the Lord not angel speak with her. How 
authorities stand? The facts may tabulated fol- 
lows 
verse Angel the Lorp Sam Vulg amosvxc, 

fir Arm Syr Phil Chr Cyr-Cod. 
Angel God 
Angel lord God Ayh qu. 
Vacat Sam Vulg dp. 
Angel the Lord LXX (except dp), Syro-hexa- 
plar prefixes asterisk. 
the Angel the Lord Sam Vulg LXX (except 
under). 
vacat 107. 
the angel bw. 
and the angel the Lord said her Sam LXX 
(except under). 
because 
and the angel said 
rursum Vulg. 
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the angel the Lord Sam LXX (except 
under). 
the angel God Lat. 
vacat 107 (omitting said” well). 
deinceps ait Vulg (for the whole phrase, ap- 
parently agreeing with 107). 

The text xvi. shows that earlier than 
“angel the Lord,” and that all our authorities have been 
affected the tendency transcendentalize. verse 
should doubtless follow T., while verses 10, and 
the angel the Lord” probably 

Another similar passage where the same tendency has been 
work xxi. where Sam Vulg and LXX 
{except after) read “angel God,” but Arm-ed has 


“God,” Nov Tract have angel the Lord,” and 


has angel the Lord Comparison with the rest 
the verse and shows that the angel probably part 


‘ 


the original text. xxvi. 24a “angel God” occurs 
illustrates the tendency. 

even more interesting passage xxii. 11-15. have 
shown (Pentateuchal Studies, pp. 19-21) that verse 
should read “the Lord was seen,” with the LXX. 


chapter will then have passed least three stages: 
(1) Originally will have had some word like baa/, (2) then this 
was eradicated favor the Tetragrammaton, (3) lastly the ten- 
dency transcendentalize introduced the angel, and the influence 
Ex. xxxiii. caused verses 13f. mutilated (supra, 
Skinner’s theory about the numen the well (supra, 138) may 
dismissed, for nobody has yet met numen that could speak. 
Presumably Hagar met man who delivered her God’s message, 
and she came home and reported that she had met supernatural 
being, using some such term baal. reading these narratives 
allowance must made for the mentality the actors and nar- 
rators. 

Vol. LXXII. No. 285. 
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verse Sam Vulg LXX (except under) have 
angel the Lord,” Pesh 248, 601 have angel God,” 
has Lord God Abraham” (Eth¢ omitting God”) 
for angel the Lord from heaven have only, 
Cyril omits from certainly looks from 
were explanatory gloss due the transcendental- 
izing Then verse M.T. Sam Vulg and LXX 
(except under) again have “angel the Pesh 
has God,” have angel the Lord God,” 
while preserve the earlier reading only. 
omits both verses the Tetragrammaton 
alone the reading attested verse 14, and the alterations 
are due the tendency have often noted. 

xxxi. 11, for angel God,” found most texts, 
Ethf has angelus Deus, EthP Dominus Deus, and Deus. 
Here again the tendency transcendentalize and the compari- 
son with verse make probable that the Tetragrammaton 
was original. This view further supported the textual 
evidence verse 24, where 121 Slav Ostrog 
have and xxxi. (all E), where the 
old tendency remove the Tetragrammaton cases where 
uttered foreign soil appears have been operative. 
verse Sam has the Tetragrammaton, verse Sam 
69, verse 16a Sam, and 16b Pesh. may added that 
16a omit which God hath taken away from,” read- 
ing merely “the riches our Once more draw 


attention the concentration variants single chapter. 
somewhat similar manifestation the tendency tran- 
scendentalize found two passages Gen. xx. which 
Dahse Fresh Investigation Sources Genesis, pp. 28f.) has 
drawn attention. dream” was inserted the former verse 
Origen under the asterisk and lacking Chr, and 
probably gloss inserted under the influence Num. xii. 
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the nine variants Sam least three (probably 
are due glosses, xiv. (Pesh omits) xxviii. (Vulg Eth 
omit) xxxv. (Sam LXX add Elohim missing 
the remainder, three occur this passage (xxxi. 7-16) 
and are explained alteration the ancestors the 
under the influence the principle have seen work be- 
fore. seems, however, have been regularly applied 
this chapter later date than the utterances Egypt, 
but have seen probable reason for this (supra, 135). 

very many instances the Angel once identified with God 
and differentiated from The ultimate explanation 
ligious thought more spiritual apprehension the di- 
vine nature. The oldest conception the theophany 
visible personal appearance the deity (Ch ii. xxiv. 
10, xii. later, though still early, age took 
exception this bold anthropomorphism, and reconciled the 
original narratives with the belief the invisibility God 
the theophany, without, however, effacing all traces 
the primitive representation.” 


“So did he” gloss omitted the Vulgate and 
Sahidic. Accordingly probable that vii. the varying Divine 
appellations M.T. and Sam are due independent glossing neces- 
sitated the insertion the words the end the preceding 
verse. 

Historical criticism suggests that the difficulty the anthropomor- 
phisms greatly exaggerated. (1) The M.T. Ex. xxiv. they saw 
the God Israel,” directly contradicted the next verse (11), 
where the word means that they had vision; Isa. 
“the vision Isaiah,” which beheld where suppose 
that nobody would claim that saw his oracle visible form. 
conjecture that Ex. xxiv. the original text had “saw the face 
This phrase meant “to the presence of.” seems 
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The facts noted above show that Skinner right attri- 
buting the introduction the angel into these narratives 
later age. Had studied the textual evidence, however, 
would have known that the change was made more 
recent date than believed. Similarly the 
troduces angel into the text Numbers xxii. 20; 
16. The textual phenomena the Balaam passage are 
course explained the same kind considerations 
those have seen work Genesis. There too meet 
with frequent variants the Divine appellations and im- 


have been used Ex. xxiii. 15, 17; xxxiv. 23; Deut. xvi. 
(see Kittel loc.) appearance the religious capital. Doubt- 
less was more taken literally than Moses stroked the 
face God (Ex. xxxii. 11). Similarly blind man will speak 
“going see” friend. The scribes, however, under the influ- 
ence Ex. 20-23, abolished the phrase. xxiv. the 
word seems have been omitted M.T., while the whole phrase 
was altered the LXX; the other passages the verb pointed 
with vowels that alter the expression. (2) Num. xii. the He- 
brew notoriously not order (see Kittel loc.) The LXX 
“and saw the glory the Lord” (bw omit) clearly due the 
tendency transcendentalize. But Jerome’s text probably right 
“et non per figuras Dominum The 
palam supported the which, according Kittel, 
read MSS. Sam LXX Onk, and has fallen out through 
haplography after should then compare Ex. and 
Isa. vi. Ex. xxxiii. probably better preserved the LXX 
and Vulg than M.T. Jerome reads verse faciem 
tuam sciam te” for “shew me, pray thee, thy ways that may 
Lat] [et noscam videam Eth] oe. apprehend that the 
Septuagintal readings are conflate, and that the original Septua- 
gintal Hebrew had “shew thy face that may see thee” 


and being due our present Hebrew. 


verse Balr Sah again have “shew probably 
“thy face,” and this met with the refusal 20. clear that 
Moses here asks for further visible manifestation him the 
Divine Being than the fiery glory and the voice, and that this was 
refused, though some manifestation the Divine presence was 
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probable uses the Tetragrammaton. There too the use 
which has actually been allowed stand xxii. 
(Bamoth places baal) was probably re- 
sponsible for changes (substitutions the Tetragrammaton 
Elohim for baal followed the introduction angel 
avoid the resulting anthropomorphisms) with the consequent 
confusions the text. And the factors that operated 
Genesis are probably responsible for numerous variants 
Exodus and 

xxx. 6-30 find fewer than important variants 
verses, the Vulgate differing from four times, 


granted. see the face” here used more literal mean- 
ing than the passages considered under (1), but the precise 
meaning the whole passage cannot determined. may, how- 
ever, without undue rashness, suggested that “the face” here 
probably corresponds better the English word 
ing man cannot see God’s presence. are here before mystery 
that cannot apprehended human brains, though easy 
enough frame conjectures. (4) The anthropomorphisms Gene- 
sis vanish before historical criticism, for have seen reason 
suppose that the Divine Name has been substituted scribes for 
word which the early narrators designated anybody who ap- 
peared them supernatural, though some cases may 
have been nothing more than man sent God. There is, how- 
ever, one passage which should more particularly noticed. Skin- 
ner rightly wishes read “the men” for “the two angels” 
Gen. xix. (ad and xviii. explains that the three men 
were God was not visibly present.” point 
fact the word “two” omitted Ethp. The word “angels” 
doubtless only another instance the tendency transcenden- 
talize. all these narratives historical criticism must discount 
the mental atmosphere the original narrator and (b) the 
scribes. 


had written this, saw Waldo Pratt’s article 
the Psalter JBL [March, 18. writes some 
Psalms, “The present Elohism superposed upon something that 
was thought best alter.” have not studied the criticism the 
Psalter, and can only suggest that those interested should 
consider the matters which attention has here been directed. 
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Syr (Pesh) twice, and three Hebrew MSS. once. have 
seen that xxx. 22b Elohim should omitted with Vulg 
Chr and 170, 185. verse (“J”) and the Vulg have 
and the Sah God” for the Massoretic Elo- 
him, verse (“E”) Old Latin has “Lord” and the 
Sahidic Lord God” for M.T. Elohim, xxx. 22a (“P”) 
Vulgate has and the Lord remembered,” verse 
69, 80, 157 have the Tetragrammaton for Elohim, verse 
LXX Syr Sym have God” for Lord,” 
(“J”) LXX Syr Vulg have “God” for “Lord,” and 
(“J”) Boh Sah Chr Cyr have for 
and Arm have the conflate Lord 
added that verses 18, 20, Leah uses Elohim, and 
there are variants. Again, xxxi. LXX has God” 
for (in Laban’s mouth), and verse (when 
the gloss “the God their father” removed) makes 
reasonabiy obvious that Laban did not worship the God 
Israel. 

Closely connected with xxx. the passage xxix. 31-35. 
Here are once struck the fact that verse the 
Syriac and Georgian have Elohim present both words), 
and that the other three occurrences 31, 33, there are 
conflate readings (31 LXX except acmoxc, Arm Eth Lat 
Philo Berlin papyrus; fir; Sah Eth). Presumably 
this collection variants due the general causes noted 
above, the removal Baal and possibly other words and con- 
fusions through abbreviations. 

xxviii. there important variant 20b, where 
“Lord” egj some MSS. HP) may right 
against the Elohim and the God” most 
Septuagintal authorities, may merely represent 
tute for some earlier title, like Baal, which, the mouths 
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Jacob and the original narrator, could only mean Israel’s God, 
but appeared objectionable later scribes. verse M.T. 
and most Septuagintal authorities have Elohim, the 
Tetragrammaton, both words, while the Vulgate and Eth 
omit. This instance glossing. verse 13b the 
Tetragrammaton has come through scribal error (see 
Essays, pp. f.). verse Cyr have for 
cause suggested the case 

“God,” Or-gr “thy some quotations 
“Lord,” while the other Septuagintal authorities are divided 
between Lord God and Lord thy God.” there were 
clearly two readings, perhaps both substitutes for earlier 
Divine title. verse has Lord God” accordance 
with frequent tendency this group, verse the Old 
Latin has Lord God,” and several patristic authorities (but 
Or-lat and some other patristic authorities have Lord” and 
Phil-arm the conflate “Lord God” for M.T. 
‘haelohim.’ all these cases seems that there are 
data for any positive conclusions. The two words might 
interchanged through mistakes reading abbreviations, 
they might due substitutions for some title which 
later scribes objected. The frequent conflate readings fir 
and other authorities may due the amalgamation two 
very many instances conflate readings are due two He- 
brew variants. equally certain that xxi. lection- 
ary the Greek Church presents continuous conflate read- 
ings, and that there extraordinary tendency favor 
them the part fir and Ethiopic authorities xxv. 22- 
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xxvi. 29, though many these instances both words are 
found singly other authorities. seems unwarrantable 
come any certain conclusion the cause these 
phenomena our present data. 

Chapter xxvi. presents some interesting variants that are 
explicable the principles have already noted. verses 
f., where the Massoretic text makes the Philistines use 
the Tetragrammaton, has “God” the former 
verse “Lord God”) and egj with numerous MSS. 
the latter (fir Eth “Lord God”). think 
may reasonably infer that the Philistines did not use the 
Tetragrammaton the original text, and that have here 
for Lord,” and this may due the tendency trans- 
cendentalize, substitution: and verse Chr have. 
“God” and fir Ethfp “Lord God.” may that the 
original was Adon Baal, but have means judging. 
The variant may due error. chapter xxv. the Vul- 
gate twice omits the Tetragrammaton the first 
instance, verse all the Septuagintal authorities except 
have The word obvious gloss. Some 
Septuagintal authorities omit Lord” the earlier part 
the verse. verse the Vulgate again omits Lord,” and 
once more seems gloss. 

has been desirable deal with these chapters detail, 
order show how the variants may explained 
hypotheses. Naturally not claim that all cases 
possible restore the original text. task accomplished 
when have shown that the phenomena the Massoretic 
text and the important versions cannot explained the 
documentary theory, but are such would naturally have 
arisen the narrators and scribes behaved the way 


Historical Criticism the 153 


which they are known reasonably conjectured have be- 
haved other occasions. definitely known that Baal 
was removed from other early texts; that all Biblical texts 
were heavily that tendency transcendentalize in- 
troduced angel into sundry Pentateuchal texts (Samaritan, 
Septuagintal, etc.) where others which appear more 
original read some word for God; that adon(y) and the 
Tetragrammaton were sometimes confused (e. Ex. xv. 
Sam and MSS. Tetragrammaton, adonai) and that 
abbreviations were common Hebrew MSS.: and rea- 
sonably conjectured that there was time when the reluc- 
tance utter the Tetragrammaton related primarily es- 
pecially foreign soil. The application these principles 
the text Genesis removes all our difficulties, while the 
sketch the textual history which resulted from our pre- 
vious investigations shows how the causes suggested could 
have given our existing texts, and receives confirmation 
from the peculiarities they present. the same time the ul- 
timate form the Massoretic text, and the adoption cer- 
tain readings Heb-Sam, may probably have been influenced 
the numerical considerations which attention was drawn 
pages The Pentateuchal Text.” 
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ARTICLE VII. 


CRITICAL NOTE. 


DIFFICULT MESSIANIC PROPHECY. 


prophecy Immanuel Isaiah vii. says 
Dr. Milton Terry, “is probably the most difficult and en- 
igmatical all the Messianic prophecies.” reads fol- 
lows: Therefore the Lord himself will give you sign: be- 
hold, virgin shall conceive, and bear son, and shall call 
his name Immanuel. Butter and honey shall eat, when 
knoweth refuse the evil, and choose the good. For before 
the child shall know refuse the evil, and choose the good, 
the land whose two kings thou abhorrest shall forsaken.” 
this passage Matthew says: Now all this came pass [the 
miraculous birth Jesus], that might fulfilled which 
was spoken the Lord through the prophet, saying, Behold, 
the virgin shall with child, and shall bring forth son, and 
they shall call his name Immanuel.” 

The alleged difficulties may stated follows: The record 
Isaiah calls for fulfillment shortly after the making the 
prophecy and the lifetime Isaiah. Matthew alleges 
fulfillment hundreds years after the death Isaiah. 
passage Scripture has can have double meaning. 
Therefore these writers are hopeless conflict. must 
accept Isaiah and reject Matthew, would loyal the 
historic method. The difficulty further emphasized, since 
but part the Isaiah prophecy fits the Christ-child. Nor 
this all, for there virgin the Isaiah passage. The 
child the son Isaiah, and its mother the wife Isaiah, 
and they have child some years old the time the 
prophecy. word Isaiah vii. translated virgin” 
not the Hebrew word describe Mary and her alleged 
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ginity (Matt. 18; Luke 34). any wonder that the 
difficulties seem insurmountable 

all these difficulties really exist, know rational 
solution the problem. know defense for Matthew. 
misrepresents the Lord blasphemes when quotes 
Isaiah vii. 14. Fortunately for Matthew and his friends, 
two items are manufactured. There reality back 
them. They are fictions, pure and simple. 

Double meanings are well-known characteristic litera- 
ture and cannot ignored. Puns would impossible with- 
out double meanings. The sibylline oracles brought gain 
crafty priests, and led kings into ruin, because really ex- 
istent double meanings, Biblical literature full types and 
antitypes. Such literature impossible its finest forms 
without the principle double meanings. Thus the son 
Isaiah, under both his names, type the son Mary. 
the first child sign that God with his people their 
trouble, the second child more significant sign hour 
greater trouble. the first child named Immanuel, 
God-with-us, the second fills more completely full. the 
second child does not fit into some the words the orig- 
inal prophecy, the first one does. long the lesser two 
type the greater, how can every word such pro- 
phecy applied the second find its perfect fullness 
the first 

Now let follow Matthew into this problem. Through 
him get the larger, more important part the double 
meaning. Where did get Not from Isaiah, for 
shows consciousness any meaning beyond his day. 
other portions his writings find him conscious the 
distant future and its coming Messiah, but not this pro- 
phecy. Where then did Matthew get his part the double 
meaning? Did get revelation? so, abun- 
dantly justified saying, Which was spoken the Lord 
through the prophet.” Since there are methods revela- 
tion, what the most probable this case? How did 
Matthew receive this revelation? find good answer 
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Luke xxiv. 44, 45: These are words which spake unto 
you, while was yet with you, that all things must needs 
fulfilled, which are written the law Moses, and the 
prophets, and the psalms, concerning me. Then opened 
their mind, that they might understand the scriptures.” Hay- 
ing heard from Jesus himself that Isaiah vii. had mean- 
ing that the prophet probably had never dreamed of, Mat- 
thew (i. 22,23) gave that meaning. And credits that 
meaning the Lord, not Isaiah. Matthew did not origi- 
nate it. not giving his own inferences opinions. 
witness testifying things revealed. No- 
tice that leaves plenty room for all the meaning which 
Isaiah saw. Speaking might have 
crowded that out have spoiled it. witness, under 
providential guidance, did not. 

What then have found? have learned that Isaiah 
vii. belongs that large body Old Testament pro- 
phetic literature which carries from its origin second stra- 
tum meaning revealed after the lapse time, longer 
shorter duration. Such the description the taber- 
nacle, with its secondary meaning unfolded the Book 
Hebrews. Such the historico-prophetic literature the 
passover with its lambs and their blood. The Isaiah passage 
not alone. falls under laws and governed literary 
principles. should studied 

the difficulties filed the critics, what the other fic- 
tion? The following facts will prepare for better under- 
standing the answer. the Old Testament the thought 
virginity usually expressed one the other two 
words and The former 
used the Isaiah prophecy. The latter occurs more fre- 
quently than the former. The latter sometimes supple- 
mented these words, Neither had any man known her” 
(Gen. xxiv. and Judges xxi. 12). The former never 
thus supplemented. Why? Most probably because does 
not need these words hold down the thought pure 
virginity, while the other sometimes does. Almah the 
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word used designate Miriam, the girl-sister the babe, 
Moses (Ex. ii. 8). the story Isaac and Rebekah, 
(Gen. xxiv. 43) used equivalent Bethulah and its 
supplement, Neither had any man known her” (ver. 16). 
married woman. From Proverbs xxx. some have tried 
prove that departs from the idea strict virginity. 
careful analysis this passage with its context fails show 
particle evidence for the alleged departure. One should 
verify this for himself. paragraph covers three verses 
(18-20). Upon what thought they focus? Upon the 
adulterous woman verse 20. What the puzzling thing 
about this woman? this, she sins and does not feel 
She says, have done wickedness.” How great 
sinner can feel innocent puzzles the writer these pro- 
verbs. cannot understand such woman. 
wonderful for me,” says. And illustrates the incom- 
prehensibility four ways. uses the eagle the 
because there impurity the eagle, but because 
there mystery. There sin the serpent the rock, 
but there mystery; uses it. like manner uses 
the way ship the sea. Then comes the way man 
with virgin. Why? there mystery it, not 
because there sin wrong. With such man 
before him and such virgin Mary, the writer these 
proverbs would have found fitting climax for his back- 
ground mystery. And this background would have 
inscribed his central thought: How possible for 
adulterous woman escape the feeling her sin, and 
claim the purity such virgin and such man!” 
Neither Proverbs xxx. nor Isaiah vii. 14, 
shall soon see, there any call for departure from the 
thought pure virginity. light these facts, how 
can Dr. Terry and others declare that Bethulah should 
Isaiah vii. instead Almah, the prophet had mind 
pure virgin? This declaration without foundation fact. 
fiction, and the second the two mentioned above. 
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furnished the exact thought needed Matthew 
speaking Mary, and used the very best word the He- 
brew language for that thought. 

are now ready for the key which unlocks the real 
problem. That the mother Isaiah’s second son was also 
the mother his older son assumption. has never 
been anything else. neither necessary nor natural this 
setting. only rendered possible removing from Isaiah 
vii. the word Almah, and ignoring the technical mean- 
ing Isaiah viii. the first wife Isaiah was dead and 
was about marry second, the time his pro- 
phecy was espoused virgin, have the conditions 
necessary the light all the facts. see why used the 
word and that was demanded the prophetess 
whom later married 3). Such marriages are not 
unknown Hebrew literature. Abraham reared 
probably after the death Sarah. His own mother was 
not the first wife Terah. The mother Jochebed was 
not the first wife Levi. historic criticism why not 
deeply and thoroughly loyal all the history? Matthew has 
absolutely nothing fear from “the historic method.” 
order put him bad light that method must first sac- 
rificed whole part. doubt any the Old Testa- 
ment difficulties are serious the expert would 
have believe. 

Des Moines, 
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ARTICLE VIII. 
NOTICES RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


The Hibbert Lectures, May and June, 
1913. 12mo. Pp. ix, 265. New York: Charles 
Sons. $2.00, net. 

Many scholars have labored the problems the origin 
and early development Christianity. Some have sought 
support theory ecclesiastical system, some con- 
trovert accepted interpretation, and some simply ap- 
proach the exact truth. the resources varied linguistic 
training, wide reading, deep thought, and close reasoning, 
have been brought bear upon the material. Yet many 
problems remain wholly unsolved, while regards others 
rival solutions have ardent supporters. Such must always 
the case when comparatively scanty amount information, 
incapable much expansion, all that exists regards 
events vast importance, which great numbers look back 
from later age along lines which have diverged. 

Only beginning has been made similar investigations 
into the early days Mohammedanism. contrast New 
Testament and patristic studies, they are being carried 
mainly persons who belong other faiths. this cir- 
cumstance tends weaken sympathy and prevent intuitive 
comprehension, favors impartiality and coolness 
ens the attainment the truth. non-Moslem scholars like 
Dr. Margoliouth can settle the readily soluble 
fore the impending appearance critically efficient Moslems, 
discussion can reduced intensity and shortened. 

Enough shown this small but very interesting book, 
emphasize bring out for the first time several items 
important contrast between the early days Christianity 
and Mohammedanism. The words the Founder the 
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former religion come imbedded setting description 
and circumstance. Words and setting seem nearly 
equal age, and have gone through short period oral 
transmission, while least the words must have endured also 
process translation. The words Mohammed have 
setting which forms part the sacred writing, and they 
come the original language. They had short oral period 
before and immediately after the death the founder. Ali 
information about the circumstances their delivery, except 
for very small amount internal evidence, passed through 
long course oral transmission. 

Again, the measurable amount the actual teaching 
Jesus which has come not very great, being con- 
tained almost without exception within the four Gospels, and 
involving number more less exact repetitions. The 
amount Mohammed’s teaching, which makes the en- 
tire Koran, much larger, and while contains some fairly 
close repetitions, noteworthy rather for number con- 
tradictions. for the genuineness the substance the 
actual teaching, pretty effectually guaranteed the case 
Jesus the uniqueness the utterances; and the case 
Mohammed the peculiar and individual style the 
rhymed prose. Furthermore, the Gospels Jesus are ac- 
companied the Acts and Epistles, which almost certainly 
were written near the events they describe and within the 
lifetime those who had known the Master. Practically 
all that known the life Mohammed and his Com- 
panions and the early history Mohammedanism passed 
through the lifetimes several generations only oral 
transmission. Thus the doubtful period for early Christiani- 
begins only after the death the generation that knew Je- 
and moreover contains items authentic material from 
very near that time; while the doubtful period Mohammed- 
anism begins with the death the founder, and continues 
practically without break through the momentous times 
the early Caliphs and the Omeyyad dynasty into those the 
Abbassids, who were seated far away from the Holy Cities, 
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and whose worldly splendor was removed far may 
from the simplicity the life Mohammed. 

evident, then, that the contrast sometimes presented 
between the early days the two religions needs modifica- 
tion. far from being sharply true, some have as- 
serted, that Christianity started obscurity, and only slowly 
worked out the light, whereas Mohammedanism came 
forth full grown, and stood the sight mankind contin- 
uously from the beginning. the political history the 
latter, involving one the most unexpected, rapid, 
turesque foundings great empire that ever took place, 
known for nearly two centuries only through oral 
tradition good illustration the results this the fact 
that not only the details, but even the years the crucial 
battles the Yarmuk and Kadesiya are matter dis- 
pute, though them were decided the fate, even until now, 
Palestine and Persia. follows that while the modern 
world possesses with high degree certainty the exact 
words the official utterances Mohammed, the process 
which these words were given established interpretation, 
and which complete scheme life all its aspects was 
built upon them, remains thoroughly unclear and beset with 
many uncertainties. Unfriendly criticism appears not have 
been able substantially prolong the period during which 
the fundamental documents Christianity were prepared, 
and has therefore failed provide sufficient time for much 
modification the Master’s words and the material accom- 
panying them either natural development, the intro- 
duction outside influences, the growth legend, 
willful falsification for definite ends. All the Moslem ma- 
terial except the Koran itself open the possibility 
modification any these directions. Dr. Margoliouth’s 
studies make this very evident, and suggest many points 
how changes have been made. 

The two chapters the Koran look upon the foun- 
dation the later development. During the life Mo- 


hammed there was need reflection upon his supposed 
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revelations, even their exact preservation, because 
himself could appealed any time. His death changed 
the situation completely. All that could remembered 
his official words, and also his casual sayings 
habitual and occasional acts, became once very precious 
his followers. But they wrote down only the official ut- 
thus producing upon earth what they believed 
This writing was felt valuable that they needed 
other. Mohammed had referred the sacred books Jews 
and Christians, but had found them actually out agree- 
ment with his own utterances. had then asserted that 
Jews and Christians had corrupted their own writings, and 
thus had made the Old and the New Testament uncer- 
tain value for Moslems. came believed, also, that all 
history and literature the times before Mohammed was 
negligible. 

But the Koran, after the death the Prophet, was insufh- 
cient guide for the whole human life. needed 
supplement thousand points, and this was provided orally 
various ways the succeeding generations. Theoretically 
all was derived directly from the Koran, from what Mo- 
hammed had said done. Dr. Margoliouth il- 
lustrates abundantly, there was much interpretation and ex- 
pansion, and little complete invention oral traditions. 
But pushes back the date origin most the invented 
traditions, and disinclined admit that much outside in- 
fluence entered into the early Islamic development. the 
latter respect, however, seems too far. Since large 
proportion the Arabs settled among peoples many other 
races within ten years after the death Mohammed, and 
since twenty years later they moved their seat government 
Syria, seems probable that much which might ex- 
treme use logic unfolded from the Koran was actually 
acquired from the subject races. 

The status the subject peoples, regarded 
groups, explained carefully. submissive, they were 
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tolerated, but under certain disabilities, such one-sided- 
ness the marriage subject women Moslem men and 
ian. The rights subjects tended, the course time, 
bear arms take part war, and the stipulation that Mos- 
lem might never the slave the hired servant Christ- 
ian. The rights subjects tended, the course time, 
diminish, and any case their exercise depended the dis- 
position the actual ruler. 

The chapters Mohammedan ethics, asceticism, phi- 
losophy are not very logically distinguished. Nor they 
seem full justice Mohammed. not impossible 
for man strongly moral most directions but lax 
one two, fervidly religious middle life and 
craftily politic then and later. Mohammed was sensual 
and cruel, seems also have been truthful, honest, tem- 
perate, just, charitable, and kindly. call the ethical side 
the religion later development does not read the Koran 
aright. 

Scientific inaccuracy clearly evidenced for the 
and the early days this afforded much difficulty believ- 
ers. Skepticism and atheism appeared occasionally, while 
heresies were frequent. Fierce persecutions developed 
times, and the writings the Moslem heretics, those 
early Christendom, have mostly disappeared. Orthodoxy 
became fully formulated the third Islamic century with 
As’hari, the St. Augustine the Moslems. 

The last chapter discusses the development Moslem his- 
tory. Dr. Margoliouth concludes that the days oral 
tradition the character Mohammed’s Companions was 
largely made over, and that miracles were invented provide 
supernatural witnesses the Prophet’s mission. Other 
miracles were added, the splitting the moon, and the 
healing dumb child, with the idea making Mohammed 
equal this plane Jesus. The concluding paragraph 
suggests that not only the miracle-working, but also the legis- 
lative ability and the sanctity Mohammed are fictitious and 
the invention later age. This seems only partly 
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true. While later traditions doubt exaggerated his ca- 
pacities, the real Mohammed seems have been consciously 
something legislator, and ascetic, well man 
given moral teaching and exerting much ethical 

Dr. Margoliouth has surveyed large field which much 
work remains done. complete series studies, 
sidering all surviving material from all significant points 
view, will doubt prepared the course time. The 
world will then know with much greater certainty than 
now possible, not only what Mohammed derived from various 
older systems, but what extent number influences have 
worked upon Mohammedanism from the beginning the 
present, making composite structure, yet without de- 
priving individuality and growth. for the secret 
its inner life, that will probably not known until under- 
stand the flower the crannied wall.” 


ALBERT Howe 
Urbana, 


THE RELIGION THE (Handbooks the His- 
tory Religions.) JoHN Ph.D., 
Se.D., D.D., Rector St. Michael’s Church, New York; 
formerly Professor Old Testament Languages and Lit- 
erature the Philadelphia Divinity School and He- 
brew the University Pennsylvania, and Director the 
Babylonian Expedition. 8vo. Pp. xiv, 502. and 
London: Ginn and Company. 1914. $2.75. 

This volume written the supposition that the Well- 
hausen theory the formation the Old Testament es- 
tablished beyond all possibility doubt. The author seems, 
entirely oblivious the extensive literature which has ac- 
cumulated the last few years, tending reéstablish the or- 
dinary historical view which, until recently, everywhere pre- 
vailed. With him all the early history the Jews legend- 
ary and mythical (p. 9), historical parts the Pentateuch 
were not written until the time Solomon (p. 10), Deuter- 
onomy the beginning large amount pseudepigraphi- 
cal literature (p. 16), Chronicles, Ezra, and Nehemiah pos- 
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sess value record political religious facts (p. 
23), before the time David the eating all animals 
sacrifice (p. 67), the first commandment not itself mono- 
theistic (p. 99), and the end the chapter. The 
author looks back over the history Israel with theo- 
logical (p. 339) which vitiates all true histor- 
ical investigation, and has place for the ordinary sacrifices 
through which the people without priestly aid were permitted 
worship God Palestine upon altar earth unhewn 
stone (Ex. xx. 24-26; Deut. xvi. 21-22). one desires 
get attractive and thoroughgoing statement the docu- 
mentary theory the Old Testament, will find this 
volume, which provided with ample indexes, but with 
selected bibliography which almost entirely ignores recent 
books and articles greatest importance which defend the 
ordinary historical view. 


PAUL AND THE AGAINST WILLIAM CLEAv- 
WILKINSON, author “Some New Literary Valua- 
tions,” Modern Pastors Pulpit Discourse,” etc. 12mo. 
Pp. The Griffith and Rowland Press. 


1914. $1.00, net. 

This timely, able, and effective protest against the pre- 
vailing tendency undervalue Paul representative and 
interpreter Christianity. early part the book fur- 
nishes one the most masterly delineations and defenses 
the person and work the great Apostle that have ever ap- 
peared. This prepares the way for the protest which follows 
against the numerous modern efforts dethrone him from 
the place which has occupied the Christian world. 
one the most influential agents the establishment the 
University Chicago, Dr. Wilkinson properly protests 
against its departure from the implied pledges orthodoxy 
which were made the public when the funds were collected 
for its foundation. There can question that the Bap- 
tists, body, believe the inspiration the Bible, the 
reality miracles, and the Pauline conception Christ 
and his work. 
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equally plain that the influences dominant Chicago 
University are adverse all these beliefs, and that the stu- 
dents are taught discredit most the fundamental truths 
maintained the Baptist churches. this clearly brought 
out Dr. Wilkinson. 

But, there way bringing before civil tribunal 
this virtual dereliction the trust committed the trustees, 
the only remedy the publication such protests this, 
which may modify public sentiment that there shall 
gradual return the original policy. The only guarantee for 
the orthodoxy the institution the proviso that all times 
two thirds the Trustees, and also the President the 
University and the said college shall members regu- 
lar Baptist churches.” Therefore, making 
selection new trustees vacancies occur from time 
time, the body may made conservative liberal the 
members are swayed sense duty pressure 
public sentiment. The general public cannot fail sympa- 
thize with the efforts bring the institution back the po- 
sition the founders. Such return orthodoxy being 
brought about the universities Holland, and may 
hope will, due time, accomplished this country 
case the numerous institutions all denominations which 
have departed from the faith once delivered the saints. 


New History. Study the Beginnings 
Christianity. (Bible Study Textbook Series.) Har- 
RIS FRANKLIN RALL, Ph.D., President and Professor 
Systematic Theology, The School Theology, Den- 
ver, Col. Pp. 314. New York: The Abingdon Press. 
1914. $1.50, net. 

Despite all the excellences this volume, which are many, 
are bound call attention several things which will 
disappointing the majority the constituency for which 
written, and which will depressing the faith the 
people who are led use this guide their 
knowledge Christ. (1) The author represents that 
unimportant how far the stories Christ’s birth can 
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reconciled, leaving the impression that they are irreconcil- 
able. (2) The author states that only violence that 
the different accounts Christ’s resurrection can recon- 
ciled, and that not important whether believe the 
physical resurrection. Christ’s body not. The 
author passes over entirely the raising Lazarus. (4) In- 
sinuates, without discussion, that the two accounts the 
feeding the thousands Mark are doublets.” (5) That 
Luke untrustworthy historian, because his depend- 
ence upon others, and wrote much later period than 
Paul. (6) That the Gospel John far more sermon 
than biography. That the Old Testament was all the 
Bible the churches had till more than hundred years after 
the crucifixion, that is, till about 150 (8) the very 
meager bibliography, prominence given books which dis- 
card all the miracles the New Testament, including the 
raising Lazarus and the bodily resurrection Christ. Are 
the Methodists ready teach such doctrines these their 
children and trow not. 


CHRISTIANITY AND THE AGE. GEORGE PRESTON 
8vo. Pp. xi, 364. New York and Cincinnati: The 
Methodist Book Concern. 1914. $1.50, net. 


This volume treats wide range topics which are 
specially occupying the attention the public the present 
time. Among them are The Church and the Poor,” Sec- 
ularized Education,” Socialism,” and Chris- 
tian Missions.” general, the essays are stimulating and 
very instructive. Seldom has the weak point Socialism 
been pointed out forcibly the following extract: 
wealth-producing factors are under state direction, 
evident that labor must also under the same direction. 
This must necessitate the distribution labor also mat- 
ter state control. Labor must distributed the points 
where required work can best done. not easy under 
such theory escape the suggestion least quasi- 
military direction which shall practically assign whole 
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armies men not only location both their work and hours, 
but well the very kind work which they shall per- 
mitted do. seems self-evident that under such sys- 
tem, more than under existing conditions, could labor 
escape the domination the boss” (p. 164). 

But the chapter Biblical there are some 
statements which call for unfavorable comment. Dr. Mains 
accepts the Wellhausen theory the Old Testament es- 
tablished beyond all question, showing that unfamiliar 
with the most recent literature the subject. While 
rightly insists that criticism the text demands the first 
attention scholars, appears ignorant the fact 
that never, until within the last few years, has the Massoretic 
Hebrew text the Old Testament been subjected such 
thorough criticism the text the New Testament has 
been; that all the analysis, and many the arguments, 
the higher critics have been based upon text which 
now undergoing revision which renders worthless large 
part the Wellhausen literature. Any one who now asserts, 
Dr. Mains does, that the supreme battle Christian bib- 
lical criticism [by which means the Wellhausen theory] 
has already been fought and decisively won”; and that 
only those who have neglected avail themselves the 
abundant sources information who will have the hardi- 
hood deny the facts” (p. 95), betrays culpable ignorance. 

himself has written Dahse, with permission 
publish, that textual criticism has found the weak point 
his theory. After the merciless criticism which Wiener, 
Dahse, and others have subjected the Oxford Hexateuch and 
the writings Wellhausen, Briggs, Driver, and Skinner, 
humiliating exposure ignorance for any one put 
forth the speculations these writers the last words 
said the subject. The documentary theory the ori- 
gin the Pentateuch already undermined criticism 
that its abandonment must complete the near future. 
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Our INTELLECTUAL ATTITUDE AGE CRITICISM. 
Marion Burton, Ph.D., D.D., LL.D., President 
Smith College. 12mo. Pp. 266. Boston: The Pilgrim 
Press. $1.25, net. 

According the author the genuine critic fair and just, 
has the ability consider all the facts involved problem, 
endeavors grasp the subject whole, and marked 
complete absence prejudice preconceived notions 
theories (p. 26); but fails tell what critics come 
this standard, and calls attention the fact that Bishop 
Butler, Kant, Fichte, Mill, Spencer, Darwin, Martineau, Paul- 
sen, and many others have given the most varied and 
sometimes contradictory opinions” (p. This should 
warn against being too much disturbed criticism. 
the chapter modern Christian belief, Dr. Burton sums 
the foundations upon which rests under number heads. 
The modern Christian believes religion, (1) because 
accepts the reality the spiritual world; (2) because his 
the historical facts Christianity; (3) because 
certain stern facts his own life; (4) because the facts 
Christ’s life; and (5) because Christ has substituted true 
for false conception man. Avoiding the complicated 
questions criticism, the author presents the case for Chris- 
most winning and effective manner. 


AND The Other Side 
Eugenics. WILLIAM Conn, Professor 
Today,” The Living World,” Method Evolu- 
tion,” etc. Pp. vi, 348. New York: The Abingdon 
Press. 1914. $1.50, net. 

This volume has special value the product author 
who once competent biologist and devout Christian. 
significant and gratifying notice the limitations which 
biologists are now compelled set their inferences from 
naturalistic data. Professor Conn clearly perceives that the 
laws evolution animals and plants not apply the 
development human history, which profoundly modi- 
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fied the element moral freedom. The human race pro- 
gresses through the accumulation knowledge handed down 
from generation generation. Ideas are injected into hu- 
man history great personalities, that produce revolutions 
which are far greater than the effects produced any changes 
the innate nature the individual. Intelligence, not in- 
stinct, develops civilization. 


Born Men.” 12mo. Pp. 159. New York: Fleming 
Revell Company. 1914. cents, net. 

the form dialogue the author takes the reader over 
the whole ground which contested between materialistic 
science and theism, and leads most satisfactory conclu- 
sions. His treatment evolution excellent. word 
Evolution,” says, “is the most inexact, most fallible, and 
most poetic all the terms science” (p. 33). means 
nothing until direction given it. 


SCHLEIERMACHER: Critical and Historical Study. (The 
D.D., Principal Mansfield College, Oxford. Pp. ix, 
272. New York: Dutton and Company. $2.25. 

After perusing Dr. Carr’s discussion Schleiermacher’s 
theology has filtered through Dr. Gladden’s the 
reader will find profitable consult the present compre- 
hensive and able presentation that distinguished theolo- 
gian’s views outlined the present volume. 


CHRISTIANITY AND THE SOCIAL BERLE, 
A.M., D.D., Director the New England Civics Institute. 
8vo. Pp. ix, 389. New York: McBride, Nast, and Com- 
pany. 1914. $1.50, net. 

Dr. Berle’s studies and experience have given him special 
preparation for the discussion the sociological questions 
now uppermost public thought. recent article the 


SACRA upon the Colorado War was widely re- 
Bibliotheca Sacra, vol. pp. 


cognized one the ablest discussions the questions 
issue. the present volume the author with his trenchant 
pen discusses among other things such subjects Religion 
and The Moral Distrust Social Institutions,” 
“Social Justice the Curbstone,” Feminism,” Democ- 
Religious Education,” Universities and Social Ad- 
vance,” closing with vigorous presentation the fact that, 
underneath all specific reforms, the most urgent necessity 
that must born again.” Upon all these and 
several other subjects, the inefficiency all temporizing meth- 
ods pointed out, and emphasis laid upon the importance 
reviving interest those more permanent methods pro- 
moting progress which first aim hold that which 
good, and incorporate with that which promises 
good the progressive scheme. The author’s vigorous 
style cannot fail sustain the interest the reader through- 
out. 


Jesus. Bruce 8vo. Pp. xviii, 
233. New York: The Pilgrim Press. 1914. $1.00, net. 
The author this bright volume laments that the heroic 

and human side Jesus not permitted make its proper 

impression upon the children Sunday school. With good 
degree success this volume remedies this defect, and makes 
the story Jesus lifelike the extreme. 


THE SOVEREIGN DANIEL Jr. 
Pp. 243. New York: Eaton and Mains; Cincinnati: Jen- 
nings and Graham. $1.00, net. 


Human society whole yet far short the ideal 
Christian democracy. Until that ideal shall fully realized 
there must unceasing discussion. The higher forces 
human progress never will rest until justice and brotherly 
love between men shall dominant all human society. 

This book earnest contribution the movement 
toward Christian democracy. The author recognizes that 
the need reform often great the part organized 
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labor well the case organized capital. aim 
the regeneration and reconstruction society from top 
bottom. the eleven chapters, those The Industrial 
Struggle,” New Socialism,” Wealth and Welfare,” 
“Christian Paganism,” The Church and Christ’s Kingdom,” 
are especially significant. The author sounds great note 
when says, Christianity always grows most rapidly and 
does her best work when she exalts the Christ and mobilizes 
her forces around her Living Head. Only when Christ 
commands the heart the church and democracy will relig- 
ion, education, and commerce their perfect work.” 


THE (Religion Literature and Life.) 
M.A., LL.B., Professor Logic 
and Metaphysics the University Aberdeen, author 
Logic Definition,” etc. Pp. xxiii, 274. New 
York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, Imported. $1.75, net. 
The Christian philosopher may well give much attention 

the system truth presented Zeno 
Seneca, Cicero, and Marcus Aurelius. Its great iack was 
that any adequate motive power such Christianity af- 
fords secure the attainment ideal character. Dr. David- 
son considers the subject from every point view. The 
volume deserves the attention all students comparative 
religion. 


for 1913, delivered before the Columbia Theological Sem- 
inary, Columbia, South Carolina. 
12mo. Pp. 283. Philadelphia: The Westminster Press. 

The biography five eminent missionary leaders, each 

different sphere labor, here told attractive form. 

The names these able and devoted men should house- 

hold words all missionary circles. They are, Walter Low- 

rie, Jeremiah Evarts, Paul Sawayama, Nehemiah Goreh, 

David Trumbull, and Rufus Anderson. One must read the 
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book get any adequate idea the leadership which has 
made modern missions effective the world over. 


FRANZ With introductory Essay GRANT 
SHOWERMAN. Pp. xxv, 299. Chicago: The Open 
Court Publishing Company. $2.00, net. 

The author this volume won his principal recognition 
his writings upon the mysteries Mithra, which played 
important part the early development Christianity. 
The present volume valuable compendium our 

“edge upon this subject. 


MIND. JOHN WILLIAMS BRADSHAW. 12mo. 
Pp. xvi, 165. New York: The Pilgrim Press. 1914. 
$1.25, net. 

These ten sermons, selected from manuscripts not intended 
for publication, are worthy memorial preacher whose 
ministry was, for the most his professional life, college 
churches, and who was worthy successor President Fin- 
ney and Dr. James Brand the First Church Oberlin. 
These are valuable that would seem that more still 
might selected from the remaining material. 


Tue CHURCH AND THE 
WILLIAM Ph.D., Assistant Professor 
History, Ohio Wesleyan University. 8vo. Pp. 228. 
Cincinnati: Methodist Book Concern Press. 


the relations the various religious organizations the Civil 
War and the questions which settled. The present volume 
serves its purpose very satisfactory manner. The Metho- 
dist Church both North and South furnished unusually 
large proportion the officers and soldiers engaged that 
terrific conflict. less than 510 Methodist chaplains were 
enrolled the Northern army, and 141 the Southern army. 
both armies extensive revivals religion were promoted 
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these chaplains. estimated that fifteen per cent 
the Union armies were Methodists, which would make 
total 300,000. 1862, Methodist preachers had com- 
missions the Northern army, while home the Metho- 
dist Bishops and Elders both sides were giving powerful 
support the contesting parties. Yet have not lost con- 
fidence the sincerity either party. 


Professor Homiletics and Sociology Auburn Theolo- 
gical Seminary author The Work Preaching” and 
Preacher.” 12mo. Pp. viii, 326. New York: The 
Macmillan Company. 1914. $1.50, net. 

When Dr. Ezra Abbot was librarian Harvard College 
reported that some one inquired for the department 
homiletics, and that replied that did not know any 
books value upon the subject. But such remark could 
not now made. The present volume adds one much 
value the number which have recently appeared upon the 
subject. Each one the fifteen chapters contains much 
which will help. note specially the answers the 
question, What are the marks positive 
the mark all great effective preaching, but can come 
only from personal experience. 


Relation the Family, Health, Educa- 
tion, Morality. General Secretary, 
National Consumers’ League. 16mo. Pp. 147. New 
York: Longmans, Green, and Company. 1914. $1.00, net. 
The author this compact and really thrilling volume pre- 

sents depressing view the effect modern industrial de- 

velopment upon what have heretofore been considered funda- 
mental principles both private and social morality. The 
family fast undergoing disintegration; the health the 
working classes being and education inter- 
fered with growth modern industrialism. The facts 
are such that are not liberty shut our eyes them. 


q 


But remedies the author too vague her suggestions 
give much help. She recognizes the strain upon morality 
which would accompany the adoption socialism reme- 
for the ills that are, and the danger that the latter end 
socialism would worst all. And well she may, for so- 
cialism, all endurable, implies the prevalence both 
the wisdom and the morality the Millennium, which, 
view the war Europe, seems far distant ever. 
would seem that must depend the growing Christian 
sentiment the world patch the present system for 
long time yet come. aid this work, however, the 
present volume great value revealing the increasing 
evils incident the present industrial system. 


SERMONS THE SUNDAY-SCHOOL LESSONS 
for 1915. the Fortieth Series, 12mo. 
Pp. ix, Boston: The Pilgrim Press. 1914. $1.00 net. 
For forty years the Monday Club,” Congregational 

ministers Boston and vicinity, have sent forth each year 
volume containing sermons the golden texts the Inter- 
national Sunday-School Lessons. Several other clubs have 
from time time imitated their example, but none except this 
has continued. Thirty-one different clergymen contribute 
this volume. There better guide the true meaning 
the lessons for the year than this. The pulpit furnishes the 
best platform from which interpret Scripture. 


“The Church Today,” Church Tomorrow,” 
Supremacy Jesus,” etc. 12mo. Pp. Bos- 
ton: The Pilgrim Press. 1914. $1.00, net. 

upon such presentation facts found this 
volume that must mainly depend for the promotion cor- 
rect sentiments regarding the use alcoholic beverages. Even 
the temperate use such beverages induces diminution 
one’s physical and mental powers, while connected 
with hazards extreme danger. chapter the signs 


